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PREFACE 
1 The hi story of tbi s thesis begins in 1934. The author 
was then taking a course in the Sociology of Religion at Bos-
ton University School of Theology and making many new disco-
' i veries, one of which related to the misinterpretation of Dar-
! win by those who would justify their system. The idea of the 
rise of an ethic of force was fascinating, especially since 
it seemed to be so strongly intrenched in modern society• 
\Vhen therefore the writer came to the task of choosing a topic 
for a thesis, there was at once a desire to study the subject 
of force. Being a pacifist, he felt a great need for more 
peace in the world. However, while preparing the thesis, he 
has tried to gather facts on both sides and has changed from 
his origtnal position as an absolute pacifist. How much will 
be seen by persons who read this thesis. When the writer 
first began to work on the subject, like all amateurs, he 
hoped to produce a definite solution; now, having studied it 
more thoroughly, he has no such vain fancies. 
A new interest in the cooperatives at one time inspired 
the hope that there was a solution to the problem, but Pro-
fessor Vaughan soon dispelled even that. 
Books which influenced the writer most were, "Jesus and 
Civil Government" by Cadoux, and Niebuhr's "Moral Man and Im-
moral Society" 1 "Pacifism in the Modern World", edited by 
Devere Allen, "Non-Violent Coercion" by Clarence M. Case, and 
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"The Power of Non-Violence", by Richard Gregg. 
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I INTRODUCTION 
!i 
This thesis covers a comprehensive scope and is thus 
I 
taken up in a very general way. Because of that, it suffers 
many shortcomings among which a lack of details is probably 
I 
/.,, the most noticeable. 
1 violence and non-violence while Chapter III reviews the conse-
Chapters I and II present reco~ of 
quences of violence and Chapter IV analyzes the power of non-
' violence. 
I 
These last two chapters are presented by way of ap-
I praisal. Chapters V and VI deal with problems of the thesis; 
II and Chapters VII and VIII stress the discipline and program 
ij which seem essential for the success of non-violence. 
It was the author's purpose to present non-violence in II 
II relation to all human relationships, including the family, 
1
!1 school system and organized government. But he has tended to 
j/ give much more space to the international and class issues, 
111
! which probably was due partly to a prejudice as to their pre-
'll sent importance in relation to the idea of non-violence. 
Finally, there is a need for some definition of the 
II 
jJ terms which the writer has used:-
!/ 
lj The latter is a good description of much pacifism in the past 
(1) Non-violence is not identical with non-resistance. 
I I which amounted to 11 ttle more than a combination of beautifUl 
i' theories and wishful thinking concerning the peace of the 
I 
1 world for 
'I l was done. 
~~~c 
w:: :;::::: ::::::~. ::t:::~:;a~e::~i:~~;~oe I 
·---···-~- --- ................ -----··--··--·--------- ··-- ---- ---· ·--- ----- 'l 
but it does not only resist, it goes further and tries to 
I 
., 
I 
eliminate the causes of conflicts. In so doing non-violence \ 
may enter the realm of violence, as for example in violent se~1' 11 defense when the.individual has others who are dependent upon 
I him. 
(2) Violence means the use of force, but in this essay it 
is not used to mean that when used in relation to a case like 
that cited under (1) or in relation to revelation. 
(3) Coersion is the use of physical or moral force to 
control the actions of a voluntary agent. 
(4) Force implies physical or mental power exerted or 
capable of being exerted on persons or things. It is a very ! 
general term which might mean coersion in one place and 
violence in another. 
(5) The state as used here means a social instrument of 
(6) Communism: a theory of common mvnership of the means 
of production and some approach to equal distribution of the 
products of industry. Its adherents who are regarded as social 
radicals urge a class struggle and ultimate revolution. It is 
, .. ·_ 
an international movement. 
i 
I (7) Capitalism: By capitalism I mean that economic order / 
j in which the means of production are owned privately, in which j 
I
:J production is carried on for a profit(ie.for economic gain over 
and above \'That ever they have put into the enterprise), in which I 
,, -~~--~--~~- l 
: t ------------------ ----·---··---
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:ll'roduats are distributed by a system of exchange and in which 
II 
the regulator is co~ootition and the end the accumulation of 
ort vate wealth . 
. I C ani tal is used th this thesis as a collective name for 
ilthose who own and control the mea.'1B of production. And Labor is 
lused as the collective name for those who have no me ana of 
production of their own and are reduced to selling their power 
in order to live. Besides these two groups there is another, 
namely,the Middle Class. Its boundaries and the limits which 
!,define 1 t are vague and in tenuous. We c s.nnot define the :~Uddle 
'I jc lass on the basts of standard of living for rnany capitalists-- l 
il ~~owners of the means of production,-fall far below any acceptable/ 
l
1
middle class standard of living; furthermore many proletariats 
I /better 
enjoy a standard of living than some of the so-called ~embers o~ 
the i'Uddle Class. We find the same difficulties when w~ try to J 
I 
:de fine it on the bas is of occupat ton, for a man is either a work:4:r 
lor a pariaite and moat of us claim to be workers. I think that 
tor all practical purposes the best way to define the Mi~dle class 
~~s by ideology. Those of ua,who, regardless of economic status, 
rr standard of living, identify ourselves with and give our 
iloyalty to the tenets of Capitalism with lts i~plied individualism 
I II I I! lrnd lftissez-fa1re' may be called in a sense, members of the 1 
!?-iiddle Class. 
II (8) ~ n.se- etrup;gle t cThe- conflict,l atent- and:· overt that-_ reeul ~~; s 
!from thee exploitation: of: one class by mlothor. 
II 
II 
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) I jl1 (9) Fascism:- By Fascism I rnean a political pheno:nenon . 
I 
which is used to prop up and maintain the status auo of a I 
declining Capitalism. The economic policy of Fasc:tsm is merely 1 II that of C apitttlism, with one important difference: C apitalisrn ,
1
. 
ij still clings to the "democratic forms" and makes concessions to 1 
1 the class struggle in order to balance class interests. However; 
jwhenCapitalism is in its decline ie., when it finds it impossi·l3 
1 
to provide remunerative labor for all the working class, and · 
1 when it cannot support a decent standard of living for the mass 
of the workers-, when these conditions exist Capit>alisrn finds 
ltAelf sitting over 8 high explosive, namely, industri~l unrestj· 
and revolution resulting from starvation and misery; when this 
, condition is oresent Capitalism finds it necessary to throw outll I the last vestige of Democracy and clamp on a rt~td dictator-
, ship, ~g. Germany and Italy. It suppresses all the Democratic 
rights, all 1 abor organizations, the right to strilce --':"• 
!Fascism attempts to use the petty bourgeouis masses to act as 
1
1 its mass aupnor~1 counter to the revolutionary force of the 
,1 workers. To do this it resorts to extreme nationalism; it fosters 
:. and breeds race hatreds and the like to inc 1 te support on a jl 
co"nmon pre~udical basis and to divert attention from the real d 
sore snots in the situation. Because it still is capitalistic in 
i its economic policy, it is still declining and therefore finds 'II 
IIi t necessary to use more and rnore force and violence in the I 
l1~ost overt form to keep down opposition and to maintain the I 
I 
"s acret\ 11 status nuo. 
, Then to sum up the political,economic and social aspects!i 
of Fascism in brief outline: !1 
1. Fascism suppresses 1 he organizational and class independ- j 
ence of the workers. 
' 2. The petty-bougeouis masses( the social support of Fascism), I 
J are used to secure po·~rer and then increasingly thrust j 
J downward to the level of the workers. 
I 3 • .A tighter &!:nalga~ of finance clillpttal and the state is made \ for purposes of aggression against the workers, petty- · 
1! bougeouis masses an1 for war against other nations. 
,, 
'' Fascism :nonstrously infla.tes nationalism --. 
I 
···-, 
' I 
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1. & 2. The 
but little of man's 
CHAPTER I 
RECORDS OF VIOLENCE 
The Growth of Violence 
dim records of the ancient past inform us 
mode of living. \Vhat we do find reveals 
I 
II 
I 
' 
man to be still not far removed from his brute ancestry. Men 1 
lived at first in groups, fighting together against beasts I 
We !I and Nature. These groups were not all of the same type. 
I 
find some seemingly peaceful .• while others were just I 
I the opposite. For our purposes in this chapter we pause to 
11 
!1 note that there was this second type, which means that vio- ~~ 
II II 
llenoe 1 s eVident even in the earliest records of man's hi story~ 
1 
Tribes federated and then formed leagues or nations. And fi-
nally petty states formed vast empires, such as the Assyrian 
and Babylonian Empires. Of course, the only possible conse-
quence of struggle between ever greater powers could only De 
ever greater violence. Spoils of war became very worth while, 
I and it was natural that strong groups without many resru.rces , 
I I 
1 should make war on weaker but richer groups and plunder themo 
I 
I 
·I 
So a new cause of war arose. This may well lead us to a brief 
discussion of the causes of imperial warfare. 
3. As with the early tribes, there has often been a 
sense of need. Sometimes this has been real and sometimes ima-
!I 
1 ginary. Especially is the latter true in the minds of politi-
11 
cal leaders. As Milne puts it, "No Italian wakes up in the I 
.,!~morning and sa!s•. '~My-~Go~~ _we must ... e;:l'an~'J ~c.!.t.~-""~~~~."=-1 c cc. ··~ 
d I 
12 
I 
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I 
solinil No German wakes up in the morning and says, 'Heavens, 
we must be pan-Germanic'; no German but Bitler and those whom (1) 
Hitler has ordered l" 
Among imaginary needs Milne places national honor and 
proceeds at once to analyze it, asking, "What is that word, 
honor?" It is Falstaff's question and his answer was, "Air". 
I But that is an opinion, and the dictionary definition must be 
I, sought: It says, "Honor is a fine sense of and strict alle-
1 giance to what is due and right." The honorable man is to sur.J 
fer anything rather than be false to truth within. Better to 
1
1. hhoanve
0
rd
1
eath than dishonor. 
Air? Yes. It has no honor; for no nation takes wil- :I 
Now what is the so-called nation's 
!· 
\ lingly the risk of death. It recognizes only one God -- It-
I 
II 
I 
I 
self. And no nation trusts the honor of other nations. It 
is as meaningless for a nation to talk or honor as it is for 
a cholera germ to talk about itl What the nation means when 
it talks of honor is its prestige as a great power for war ca-
pacity. That honor therefore demands that the nation shall 
(2) 
achieve its ends regardless of cost. 
Another cause of war, and one of the greatest is the ele• 
ment of fear. And fear arises fundamentally because of a 
feeling of insecurity. That feeling of insecurity is created 
by severe competition and threats of violence. The latter is 
most obviously seen in increasing armaments which are built 
13 
I 
~~~···"~p:~c:se~: ::ar. So~t:~ :a~::~ cir:le-·:o~~:~~~::- Men . sa~~~-·····~~·· .... 
that the only guarantee for peace is a great defense. But thell 
II 
II very presence of the war system stirs national egotism and 
creates situation a of di sputa and friction which can only be ;j 
,, 
I 
resolved by war or the threat of war. "This is the most infer~ (1) I 
I nal thing about the institution of war; it feeds on itself." II 
li 11 II Armaments create, as one writer desol"ibed it, "an apprehen- !I 
1 sive hal:d.t of mind "• As soon as one nation iro reases its ar-[1 
I maments, so does the other; Europe serves as Exhibtt A, but ac~ 
I 
cording to Senator Nye, the United States and Japan are in the! (2) I ~~ maddest armament race of hi story. Withal, the nations have I 
no more adequate defense than they had in 1915 1 because when 1 
one increases its armaments all do. The first to reach its 
limit will naturally strike while things are as near even as 
possible. So war looms on the horizon. 
The last great war may come under the classification of 
wars of principle. It was supposedly fought to save civiliza-
(3) 
tion or to save democracy. And the United States rushed to 
the battle front. Now everyone knows the massacre accomplished 
nothing for democracy, which since the war has steadily and 
rapidly waned. It is realized also that some men made huge 
p'rofi t a during the war. For in the four years 1914 to 1918 
I two thousand new millionaires came into being. And it 
,I 
I
I ( 1) 
(2) 
II ( 3) 
~i----
·r ----
Morrison, c. c., "The OUtlawry of War", p. 194. 
Nye, Gerald P., "Lecture at Old South Churchrr, March 171 
1935. 
Woodrow Wilson and official propaganda. 
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is not surprising when we know that one firm had four hun~re~- r~--------
II 
t 
per cent profitsl It is only natural that leaders in such 
business should seek to further it. This is done by' steady 1 
subtle propaganda, by increasing commercial rivalry and by 
fear, as they reveal secret sales which they have made with 
other governments. Someone made a striking statement when he 
said that during the war no nn.mi tion faa tori es were harmed, · 
but that cathedrals and hospitals were burned. The conclusion 
to such a statement is that the munition makers and war lords I 
I bad a secret agreement 
loyalties to humanity. 
I 
-- a profit agreement regardless of anyl 
i 
I 
Such men have been well labeled, "Mer-1 
!I II 
i 
II 
chandisers of ?&lrder". This cause of war has arisen largely 
out of modern condi tiona of a c a pi tali sti c society in which 
men worship at the altar of profits. 
There are other minor oauses of war, but at the root of 
all these causes is selfishness a selfishness which refuses 
to give others a fair chance at life.· Considerable space has 
been devoted to the oauses of war because it is the worst 
I 
I 
type of Violence a.ffli cting the human race, and because in its 
I 
I increase and continuance, it threatens all the values of civi-' 
lization. A world clash or racial struggle would be a veri-
table Armageddon. 
4. One of the evil results of war is an increase in 
criminality. Many men come back from war with blood and hate 
in their minds and a feeling that force alone oan give them 
what they want. So they throw off what little restraint re-
II 
I 
15 
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i ize into groups to prey upon their fellow men. This reminds 
one of bandits and highwaymen who for thousands of years have 
plundered and killed along the world's unprotected highways. 
The modern gangster illustrates a higb development of suoh vi-
olenoe and crime• His rise, however, is due not only to oon-
tinuing influences of the war but to the insecurity and sense 
of injustice inherent in a capitalistic society. and other fact rs. 
5. From very early times men went armed at all times. 
Even in the city of Rome, where the government was powerful~ 
men carried weapons through the street. In the Middle Ages 
we read of the knights going forth armed. And not so long ago 
1
! 
in the Wild West of the United States all carried guns. Today! 
the whi tee of the southern mountain a are said to be rather I 
I II handy with their weapons. Wherever the government has been 
., 
il 
1 weak or inadequate some men have turned to self-protection. 
I
I So force has existed both in personal and in group life. 
No doubt some men at least felt guilty of barbaric II 
!j II violence and desired to justify themselves and the race to a 
11 rising generation. At any rate, in the nineteenth century, 
II J, when Darwin presented hi a theory of evolution, they seized 
i 
there had been a struggle be~veen in-i 
I' q II upon it. He did not say 
i 
II 
!I own purposes. To them it meant that they were the fittest 
I because they had survived. Their past was glorious 
eli vidual and individual, but that all individuals had struggled 
against adversity. But men narrowed his idea to suit their I 
I. ------- -- ---------------- ----T'~~ . ~-·~-·-· ~ . ~c,.~.c~ ~c .c=• .. ~ - -c~.c~~"~-.-------------· -----------
' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
li 
!I 
,I 
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',j d 
11 victory; their present aggression was divinely ordered. :i 
II ;i Strong support for such an att:fulde was also round in Nietsche' s, 
!I wri tinge; for he glorified the strong man and ridiculed all 
j that was weak. So in regard to their imperial conquests, 
II West.ern nations felt enrl.nently justified according to their 
Jj most fantastic wishes. 1 
jl' I 7 • The tenden oy was to make all of life a battle ground~~ 
.
1
1 Laissez faire individualism and competition developed in busi- .1 
. I 
ness life with perfect freedom. The struggle became a man to II 
man struggle to the death. For a generation or so it continue~ 
unabated; many went into bankruptcy; many became millionaires. JJ 
Indeed the wealth steadily changed from the hands of the many 
to the hands of the few. That is the way of the capitalistic 
society. 
a. But the many without fair living conditions at last 
1
, 
sensed injustice and began to group together against the rich. 
J So originated the modern class struggle, eventuating in the 
i Russian Revolution and moving toward revolution even in the 
United States. The capitalist follows the laws of Individual-
ism which says, let every man work for himself and all that he 
gets is his alone; he owes nothing to society and uses force 
to keep his position. When anyone threatens him, ne cries, 
I' 
lj L 
II 
I 
II 
"co~nunist", and there is a reason for such a cry. Commu.-
I 
'I 
L ---- - - -------
-r·------,----- ·---=----- -'----C.C .c-::cc::-.-=c-.-c==--==-(::l)::-_-:;-__ c:-c r··~ 
the capitalistic system cannot be changed save by violence. li 
I Reinhold Nl.ebu.hr and Norman Thomas both seem to agree to the II 
[ truth of the above statement. They see violence as the only 1 
[ way because, Vlhile Socialists slowly change the government, :1 
II 
11 just as they are ready to take the power, Capi tali am always !I 
thrusts in a Dictator and Fascism reigns; Capitalism makes its i! 
I! 
last stand as it is doing today in Italy and Germany. Fascism 'I 
d seems inevitable. But in time it will probably crumble and I 
I gt ve way to Communism, if Communism does not get in ahead of ~~-
ll it. II Democracy seems to be decreasing and out of the picture 
!/ at least for the innnediate future. I 
I 
I 
B. The Decline of Violence 
1. Despite the clash of selfish autocracies which make 
of treaties mere scraps of paper and show obvious signs of 
reversion to class barbari am, there are some evidences of a 
decline of violence. For instance, in the United States and 
England force has largely disappeared in the home. Family 
life is based more on love. Seldom is the child beaten. The 
aim is rather to convince instead of to coerce. In school, 
instead of the birch rod, there is comradeship and the use of 
projects. And in society we trust our neighbor. The "armored 
home is today as antique as a castle." We take it for granted 
that the mass of the nation is friendly. To carry guns in 
Page, Kirby', "Indhr.idualism and Socialism", op. cit. 
17 
il (l) 
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I 
., .• :~i ;~ • Ull:::~:: ~: do~e c-~~:::n ~::~:~: i-s a- oci~~-.o~o -l~~ '" c • 
I 
·I li 
i 
I 
II 
il 
I' 
2 •. Of course, we do have police. But they are only an :J 
evidence of the organization that man has gradually developed j 
! 
through the centuries to govern and protect society. And ever~ 
as that organization has become more efficient and thorough, 
tre personal use of foroe has diminished. .And it is to be 
hoped that such organization will soon become international. 
It is toward such a goal that peace organizations and men of 
good will have been and are now working. It is not the total 
elimination of force, but it is bringtng it down to a minimum. 
That is the realistic ideal of non-violence, with which this 
paper is concerned. Problems arising out of this view will 
be considered in a later chapter. 
19 
___ ---~- -c=:=c=c-=::.:-c __ , __ -_c_=:_c:_::cccc=c-=--c=-c===:=:c_ "'~--===~==--~-~c.=:c.=11L ____ c==-· ,~,· cc: CHAPTER II I 
RECORDS OF NON-VIOLENCE 
1. If there was Violence from the start, there was also 
non-violence from the very beginning. As has already been 
noted, some tribes or groups seem to-have been naturally of a ' 
non~violent nature. Besides the tribe, the clan, and the com-
munity, on up to nations; all learned to work together for 
mutual aid. However, the S~ate has tended to "weed out .and 
absorb all institutions in .which the mutual aid tendency once 
·round expression; and developing individualism has left to the I 
care of the _state, police protection, hospi tala, everything, I 
and has proceeded in an extremely irresponsible and selfish (1) i 
way." But mutual aid will not be downed, and seems rapidly 1 
to be increasing among labor groups today. 
2_. From early times passive resistance seems to have 
been the natural reaction of Orientals to violence, and their 
.leaders ably instructed them along such lines. 
Lao-Tse fled from soc~ety, proclaiming non-assertion, 
i.e. not to act a part. He also gave the remarkable sentence, 
"It is because he is thus free from striving, that ••• no 
one can strive with him." Again he is supposed to have said, 
"Return good for evil" • This was heard by s.ome disciples of 
Kl'opotldn, P., "~tual Md", op. cit.· 
., __ , __ ----·--'--~~- --. ···~---~-·-----~-- ---.-.~---· -· --~-~--------------,1-;---1 -----
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COnfUCiUS who was a conte~porary of Lao, and those disciples 
ofcourse asked their teacher for an answer. At this request, 
Confucius formed a syllogism in his mtnd and asked, "What then 5 
shall you return for good? Recompense injury with justice and 
return good for good." It is understood that Confucius meant 
. - . I 
not trivial offenses but intolerable wrongs and that the action: 
. II 
was not to be selfish; but still he failed 1D rise to Lao-Tse' s 
ideal. 
Mo·Ti in the third century B. c. stressed the need of 
· equal love to all as a sol vent for war and inj~stice. In ·Indi 
Buddha proclaimed the great doctrine of his native country --
the law of Abimsa -- harmlessness to all of life. He spoke 
against personal retaliation, but said that he who deserves 
justice should get it. 
' 3. "stoicism had perhaps the most completely detailed 
formulation of non-resistance, butf as with the Oriental em-
(lJ 
phasis 1 it was purely personal." 
4. When Jesus revealed his ideas to men, he gave them a 
new concept of non-resistance. His Sermon on the Mount was not 
I 
a picture of' an ideal state. That would mean waiting until 1 
evil doers were gone ·before his methods were adopted. No, Je-
I 
sus proclaimed a practical message. He did not mean so much 
that the cloaks should be given also, as that there should be 1 
He did not . 
I 
mean necessarily going an extra mile, but that such an intimate 
I 
a genuine desire that the other person be warm. 
friendship shall begin that the mile stones won 1 t be 
21 
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be friends at any cost and that self-forgetfuln.ess makes an 
e~fective appeal to the wrong-doer. 
Jesus taught the common Fatherhood of God and the bro-
therhood or spiritual unity of mankind. Love, therefore, was 
to be expected, and it was a love beyond mother-love or the dy-
namic of mutual aid. Clearly, war and exploitation are direct 
antitheses of his teaching, although Jesus said nothing of 
either war or slavery. 
But Jesus did say, "Father forgive them". He did not e.c.!J I 
capt the old Jesish law of an eye for an eye. That was jus-
tice. Love went beyond it. Again he said, "Turn the other 
·cheek". And he. did not mean a mere literal obedience, for 
when hit at his last trial he did not turn the other cheek. 
To do so would have been a temptation to the offender. To do 
so generally may show cowardice instead of courage and mastery 
of oneself; and instead of courtesy it may be effective re- . 
venge, making the enemy feel mean -- heaping coals of fire on jj 
I 
his headl No, turning the cheek is not always an act of love. 
To do so may be to m:t ss the spirit and way of Christ. Jesus 1 
And objections I 
always rise concerning his cleansing of the Temple. John I 
w~s not an absolute follower of non-violence. 
'I !I Haynes Holmes has no time ·to bother with the quibble of Adin l1 
Ballou who 1n h1s "chr1st1an Non-Res1stance• argues that Jesu•l.\l 
I 
'I 
(2) 
struck no one. Holmes, however, seems II 
As socia tion~j 
:I 
- ·--c----=-;-11=·=-=-c:-_c..c~-, 
!I 
I, {1) International Conciliation No. 102. American {2) Sneath, E. A., "Religion and War", op. cit. t.~- · . ___ ;c ___ ..;:cc__- ·-==·- --=.:..::c ,;-_:: __ :::.::::_:=.-:--:- - -- · - _ __:-_::_-:::_-=_:.~-:.:-c:=..- -- ---- .:;.,;,:___c::::_----- =- · 
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to make a worse statem~:~ wh:n-~ :a;s~~at-i~:as~or Jea::-l -.---
an unexpected situation when he was weary,. and that Jesus 
1 
threw his principles to the winds. But Holmes had not studied i· 
.I 
the record carefully, for ~mrk tells us that on the previous 11 
evening Jesus had "entered the temple and looked round upon II 
all things". Moreover, Holmes has missed the emphasis of Je- \\ 
sus' teaching. Christ did say not to resist evil with evil, II II .I 
I but his whole life was spent in resistance of evil. He taughtJ! 
I
ll "unlimited non-resistance where only personal and selfish in- I 
terests are at stake; but resistance unto blood, for the sake \II 
II 
,J of the kingdom of God and his righteousness. In that he is inTi 
i 
I 
I consistent with non-resistant pacifism, that can see no dif- 11l (1) 
ferenoe between this doctrine and that of Lao-Tse or BUddha." 
If V\0 rds would have availed, Jesus would not have used 
violence, but when the Temple sellers did not heed his words, 
(2) 
he saw that they were beyond moral suasion. Therefore he 
acted, not in vengeance as men generally do, and which love 
forbids, but in a spirit of love which acted for others. "The 
non-Violence of Jesus ••••• is not self-centered, but God-
centered. It is bound to consider what is expedient for 
others, for the weak and dependent as well as for the indivi-
dual and the present time. It seeks the welfare of 
(1) Bacon, o. w., "Non-Resistance-- Christian and Pagan", 
p. so. 
24' I <2 > 
.. I 
Cooley, c. H., "Human Nature and the Social Order", p. 
1 
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1 
11 ~he wo~l~ =d. o~ :e~~r=~ons (l) to come." 
II In regard to the State, Jesus neither condemned nor en-
.I 
il 
·I 
JJ dorsad it. When certain ones asked him if it was 1 awful to 
,, I 
I give tribute to Caesar or not, he demanded a coin and asked 
1 whose inscription it bore. 
q 
:[ 
They said, "caesar' a". Therefore 1 
ij 
he replied at once, "Render WJto Caesar the things that ·are ll 
Caesar~ a, an~ unto God the things that are. God' a". It was not il 
so much his own judgment as it was to show his questioners tha~ 
they had already given their judgment. ~ accepting the bene-
Il
l fits of Roman rule, they had tacitly undertaken the obligation 
of supporting it. Since Jesus regarded all things as belong-
ing to God, his words tell us that he regarded the payment of 
tribute to Caesar as part of the larger duty of g1 ving to God 
the things that are God's, that is, be regarded the Roman 
rule as a part of man's service to God. 
"Jesus saw that what the Jews regarded as the power of 
the devil was simply the power of effectively organized arms, 
and he recognized that in governments coercion was necessary. 
So he did not regard either as evil, but rather looked upon (2) 
civil government as contributory to the kingdom of God." II 
5. The followers of Jesus, largely through the influence, 
!l 
1· of Paul, proclaimed a radically different attitude toward the I. 
state. It was evil, to be submitted to where conscience per- II 
ll II ii 
'I 
I. 'I < 1) 
(2) I I 
Sneath, E. A., "Religion and War", op. cit. 
Cadoux, A. T., "Jesus and Civil Government", op. cit. II II I! . 
I 
.,,~~~~·-····~ ·····~. -_-..-:....::._-" _--.:.~=-- --------------------== 
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I 
II 
I 
m:1. tted, but not to· be parti oipa ted in. Friendship with the 
world was enmity with God and so they separated themselves. 
'I 
i 
The Christian Church was the first peace society and the first! 
! 
organized expression of pure non-violence. I But because of its: 
other-worldliness, the early church did little 1D help its 
generation._ However, the early Christians did have an ideal 
to leaven the moral and social life of mankind, an ideal of 
the brotherhood of all. For two hundred years no Christian-
would join an army, but in time they did, and in 312 A. D. 
Constantine conquered under the sign of the Crossl 
6. "From the time when Constantine made Christianity 
his imperial handmaid in 312 A. D., only a renmant in every 
generation carried on the original non-resistant way of life. 
Down through the Dark Ages, little bands of peace-loving in-
dividuals, small and troublesome seats, allowed no wars or 
rumors of wars to disturb their trust in the way of Jesus, at 
times paying heavily for their beliefs and enduring perseou-(1) 
ti on or martyrdom." 
The Albigenses and Waldensians, at least, closely ap-
proximated a non-violent way of life, but, aoaording to Coe, 
modern begl.nnings were made by John Hus and the Bohemian Bre-
thren, for they were associated with social revolution, were 
IJ less ascetic and more positive. The Anabaptists, who arose a 
II little later, were opposed to government, a1 though stressing 
II lj submission to it. Menonites went further and opposed oaths. 
24 
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1 
The Schwenkfelders, Dunkards, Doukhobars, Moravian Brethren, 
II 
and the Quakers all gave the doctrine of non-resistance a cen-i 
I 
tral or important place, which reminds us of Ross's statement~ I 
that non-resistance has been the attitude of minority groups 
even from the earliest time. 
Of these groups the Quakers are the most important and 
deserve further consideration. When they first arose, they 
were absolute non-resistants, refusing to fight or to partici-
pate in government in any way. Later they reversed their po-
licy and became more positive and aggressive, not using physi-
cal resistance, but resisting political and social wrongs by 
political and social means. They won exemption from tithes, 
and then, according to one biography, they labored for three 
quarters of a century "by every method known to their intelli-(1) 
genoa •••• to get the tyranny abolished by statute." 
As soon as they won for themselves, they fought for others. 
Penn and Mead were arrested when preaching and falsely charged 
But they were acquitted and at once took up the battle for 
11
/1' 
threatened English liberties. So they resisted, but in a non-:1 
I violent way. II 
\Vhen they came to America, they retired from the politi- I 
cal field because certain dangers were seen. At the same time, 
however, they began to uphold moral causes with extraordinary 
:I: I zeal, Because of thel. r change in policy, they were sharply 
criticized and opposed by the Puritans, but the Quakers drew 
I 
(1) Case, c. M., "Non-Violent Coercion", p. 198. I ------
1 
II p I! II 2., 
!I 
. --- --,=··c:..c_-=---=-==_c.=_-==--:c.::=,-=-----=---~r= ---------
11 
~~-~~~~ther and went on. 
II The most famous name among .American Quakers is the name ji 
II. of William Penn. It was in the state named af'ter him that he !
1 
set forth his great example f'or non-violent resistance. His 
I I conception led him to seek peace at any price, but it also led ! 
I 
I 
,I 
if 
ii 
'I 
II 
I 
him to seek justice at any price, and so, although he had paid,i 
'I ,, 
the King for land, he also paid the Indians to whom it really 1 
belonged. Friendship and good will were at the heart of' his 
I policy toward the Indians, and, according to Bancroft, no drop~ 
of Quaker blood was ever shed by an Indian in Pennsylvania. 
That was true at least as long as Penn's example was followed. 
When a large non-Quaker population entered· the state and re-(1) 
sorted to arms, massacres follown. 
I 
The Quakers have always opposed war, bUt they have al-
ways decided also that where principles of humanity and right 
were concerned, they should act even amid armies, and they havjl 
thus done some distinguished service in war time. Nevertheless! 
they have never ceased to decry war and plead for disarmament. 
They favor the League of Nations because it is a move toward 
the political organization of' the world. And they believe 
that the education of children is very important, that the 
presence of the R. o. T. C. and similar drills incite nation-
I 
1 alism and distort calm judgment, and that children should be 
II trained rather in good will and brotherhood. 
!I 
I I 
I (1) Hodgkin, H., "Pennsylvania and South Africa", PP• 7-8. IJ 
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7. This leads into a discussion of modern 
first a brief consideration will be given to a sort of reac-
tionary non-resistance, amounting nearly if not entirely to 
anarchism. It has been noted already that the attitude of the! 
early Church was not favorable to government, and there have 
~ways been some who tended toward anarchy. The French Ency-
clopaedists belittled government ~d declared it to be evil. 
Thoreau, through h1 s essay on 11 Ci vil Disobedience", inspired J 
sporadic defiance of government, and he himself refused to pay 
taxes. Garrison, while still a young man, 1mhtbed an instinc-
1 
ti ve di alike for coercion and saidf "We cannot acknowledge al-11 
ll) II 
legiance to any human government." It was only by chance 11 
that his attention was turned to slavery. He "regarded the J'l 
principle of non-violence as the very root of his convictions"~~ 
For a time he included articles on it in his paper; but objec- I 
tiona arose and he discontinued the articles. Thereupon, the 
Non-Resistance Party began a monthly paper, which continued 
from 1839 to 1842, ending then because of a lack of financial 
(2) 
support. 
Among those whom Garrison influenced was a man b,y the 
name of Leo Tolstoi. Much of his thought was influenced also 
by the rationalist and quasi-anarchist individualism of the 
eighteenth century and by modern Socialism. He followed lite-
rally the commands to swear not at all, to resist not evil and 
Crosby, Earnest, "Garrison the Non-Resistant", PP• 30-31. 
Villard, Q. G., "W. L. Garrison on Non-Resistance", P• 42~ 
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to judge not. Furthermore, he rejected all organization of th~) 
state and all use of f'orce. Said he, "The sanctification of 
,j 
' 
1
1 political power by Chrt~)ian~ ty is blasphemy; it is the nega-
l tion of Christianity." His solution to the evils of the co-: 
ercive state was the conversion of all men to Christian anar-
chism; and toward that goal he strived with considerable suc-
cess. In the minds of many a great uneasiness arose about 
' I 
' 
all the assumptions that underlie an authoritarian state. But 
of course his solution would be fatal to any elabo~ate, urban 
civilization. If civil organization was debunked and men re-
fused the fruits of an exploiting, capitalistic society, star-
vation and chaos would inevitably follow. Tolstoi left few 
followers, but perhaps exerted a greater intellectual influence, 
on the intellectual world of his day than any contemporary 
thinker. He is the last of the anarchistic non-resistants to 
be included in this paper. 
B. In the progress of our thought we come next to a 
phase that may be called a modern phenomenon of non-violence, 
or, in other words, Peace Societies. After Napoleon's long 
siege of wars and cruelty, there came a reaction. Men began 
to feel a real need for peace, and peace societies were dis-
rut the first organization arose, not in Europe, but II 
in the United States. In 1815, in the home of David L. Dodge 11 
cussed. 
II 
Later arose the 'I 
II of New York, a small society was organized. 
Massachusetts Peace Society, which, being more conservative, II 
p. 150) 111 
1 
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. I 
I outran the others. More societies ~rang up and then came the 
American Peace Society, which federated all unions from Maine 
and Ohio to North Carolina. These found quite a mixture of 
radical and conservative elements. But when William Ladd be-
came president in 1834, it turned definitely toward a more thoj 
rough-going position. In 1837 it rejected the toleration of J 
defensive war entirely. But in 1841, when Ladd died, many in II 
the union, turned back to their conservative position. The re~~ 
sult was that a split occurred, but, save for a few years, li 
1 this oldest of our peace societies has kept a conservative po-ll 
11 I jl si tion. The immediate occasion of the split was the Mexican 
,I 
II 
War which many opposed, but which the union did not protest. 
Elihu B.l.rri t broke away and worked in England and the 
United States, building up a League of Universal Brotherhood. I I 
The country, however, was drifting toward the 
when it came 1 Burrit and other pacifists were 
!i Civil War, and, ij 
not heeded. Wil7
1 
lirun Lloyd Garrison, formerly a chief spokesman for non-resis- 11 
( tance, counseled silence on the peace cause for the sake of th~, 
abolition of slavery through war. Whittier, Emerson, and a ! 
great many Friends, and almost the entire leadership of tre or-1 
ganized peace movement, put the cause of war abolition into 
cold storage and aided military morale to the best of their 
(1) 
ingenious abilities. So Negro freedom was ushered in by 
hate and blood and the peace movement lay bankrupt. 
(l) Allen, n., "Pacifism in the Modern World", Introd. XI. 
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However, in 1866 some who had opposed the war and the quick 
surrender of the American Peace Society established the Uni-
versal Peace Union. It was led by A. H. Love, a Quaker of 
I 
Philadelphia, and aided by Lucretia Mott, J. P. Blanchard, A. 11 
'I 
:I Walker, and Adin Ballou of Hopedale Community. (Ballou had IJ 
I
I formed a peace organization at Hopedale which he led himself.) il 
II 
lj The Universal Peace Union urged non-participation in war, the il 
II removal of war causes, and the use of arbitration and inter~ ;I 
II li 1 national peace conferences. In time they began to cooperate 1 
I 
1 
with the American Peace Society wherever it was possible and !I 
II the latter redeemed itself somewhat by strongly opposing the 
1
1 
Spanish American War. When, however, the World War came, it 
li drew into its favor all the old line of the peace movement. 
I 
I 
I 
But out of that last betrayal of pacifism has come a new spi-
ri t of determination. There are not as many organized paci-
fists in the United States as there were from 1835 to 1848, 
but they are of a different kind, and a stronger movement 
(1) 
seems to be developing. 
This short survey has followed the developments in the 
United States; there has of course been progress in other 
countries, notably in England and Scandinavia. There are also 
movements for peace in Japan, China and India. 
9. Speaking of India, we must .speak of its great soul, 
Mahatma Gandhi. He proclaims truth force or soul force as the 
best way to attain in life's struggle. B.1 it he means sacri-
fice. "If I do not obey law, and I accept the penalty for its 
=( ]._)c::~_An_drew s 1 . q. _ _:B"._, __ "_, C!_angllj_ , __ J~~,k1.f_e;,_J!!l~tJYor:tf~_-=P~..:.=2~Q • -:-.:-c:::::=.: 
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I 
breach, I use soul force. It involves 
So he is a non-resistant as he says, 
(2) I 
article or my faith. It is also the last article of my creed.'~ 
In the law or Abimsa, which he and every member of his Ashram 
has taken, more of his beliefs are found, for that law enjoins 
I
I one, "to resent no injury, to use no violence in self-defense, 
1
. and no\;)en to h!U'bor an unohari table feeling against one '• 11 
enemy." His individual self-martyrdom has hastened the emani! 
cipation of the untouchables, and he has gained concessions 
from the British government. Neverthele as, Gandhi has not 
been and is not a pure non-resistant. In his methods he has· 
Il
l mixed Oriental and Western techniques, and so Norman Thomas 
agrees that he (Gandhi) has carried a program or practical 
,, (4) i. 
t! 
1 and constructive pacifism a step farther. The strike and ij 
I 
I 
I 
l 
', 
:! 
:I 
:I 
Blt :! 
non-cooperation were not originated by Gandhi in Africa, nor 
was the boycott used by him for the first time in India. 
he has put these techniques to 
his personality. They are the 
.i 
the test and colored them by il 
active non.:.violent methods, outjl q 
side or the legislature, whioh are being organized and used 
today. Those who really desire· peace are working. in these 
(1) Andrews, c. F., "Gandhi, His Life and Work", P• 310 
(2) Chitambor, J. A., "Mahatma Gandhi, His life and Works", 
P• 69. 
(3) Ibid., p. 164. (4) Thomas, Norman, "Religion and War", P• 159. 
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I I ways, and .through every other possible means, including the i/ 1. 
I 
II 
I' II I, 
I 
l 
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.I 
legt slature. But peace by many is still regarded as utopian 
and something too good to be true. Skepticism and inertia 
seem to be deep in the heart of the masses, an~ non-violence 
is ever: challenged once more to prove itself. 
HaVing reviewed the history of violence and non-violencel: 
I 
i logi·o demands an appraisal. The next two chapters undertake 
that task. 
lj 
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CHAPTER III 
THE CONSEQUENCES OF VIOLENCE 
"It cannot be denied that social progress in the past 
II 
'I II 
. - ~ 
I 
!I 
'i 
il II 
!I 
II 
.1 has occasionally come through revolutions. 
I! 
But Soroldn, in 
I' 
I 
writing of· the good elements that have accrued from such vio-
lance, states that they 'are a drop in the ocean of disastrous (1) 
effects.' " Today the parallel is the same, only worse, it" 
The last war was supposed to be a wal' to end 
I
·' that is possible. 
war, but Dl'. Fosdick, in his sermon on the Unknown Soldier, 
says_ that sometimes he hopes there is no immortality so that 
:I the Unknown Soldier may never know how futile his efforts 
were• Seventeen years and more have passed am can anyone 'II 
tell who won the war? And how many realize that the great de-
pression was the natural and inevitable result of war? War · 1! 
destrors property, reduces wealth, and the labor supply. For 
wage earners form the bulk of the armies. And after the war 
heavy taxes are levied. Said Benjamin Franklin, "Men do not 
. (2) 
pay for the war in war time; the bill comes later" • And it 
i a the young people who pay both in the war and who go 
I 
on pay-1 
ing after the war. As someone has well said, "War is fool's (3) 
play in which youth pays for the entertainment". In her 
book, "Testament· of Youth", Vera Brittain says, "Those who 
are old and think 
II 
I 
I
·!. (1) Hertzler, J ., "Scat al Progress", P• 481. 
(2) Reference unlmown to wri tar. il ( 3) Bri tta.in, Vera, "The Testament of Youth", p. 142. 
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l
!l_ this war is terrible do not lmow what i~ ~~ns to us who are 
young • • • • When I think how suddenly, instantly, a chance 
i 
bullet may put an end to that brilliant life (her fiance was 
killed), may cut it otf in its youth and mighty promise--
. (1} 
faith in the increasing purpose of the ages grows dim." 
How are armies composed? Of the worst? No, the better 
(3} 
men. In olden times, when tribes engaged in battle, all 
went out and the weak perished. Only the best men survived~ 
Naturally that made for a better race. Today we send the best 
men to the front and to death, and keep the weaklings home to 
produce the next generation. Did someone ask if war was pro-
gressive? Professor Vaughan, teacher of social ethics at Bos-
" 
'I 
'I 
I 
I 
i, 
j, 
I ton University School of Theology, says, "Biologically, we are 1 
I 
(2) 
a hundred per cent insane." 
, 1 War exalts force, and the state is given all power. Con-
'1 I sequently, truth, freedom and democracy are suppressed. Hate 
. I, 
and intolerance become virtues. Military expenses rise and thej 
, money that should go for social legi alation and reform is thus I' 
I used. Culture declines and morals are vitiated. Indeed, war 
II is an ardent demoralizer of men, for, as Milne says in his 
book, "Peace with Honor", "God is forgotten in war and every 
principle of Christian charity is trampled upon. So naturally,, 
I
' after wholesale slaughters, the nations face crime waves and \ 
II
i. base mo:rala , , , , That is a partial poi tu:re ot the :results il 
of wars. In the next war women and children will suffer more arid. 
I II 
I :1 
1 ( 1) Brittain, Vera, "The Testament of Youth", p. 142 • ii 
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I 
II 
I II 
II ' ~ II 
I'!' civilization itself may become a chaos." A noted Sociologist !l Ill II 
'I says, 11 \Var issuioidal. It is like the shaking of a tree when il 
1 the hurricane comes •••• everything falls •••• War is not\! 
only abnormal but a social monstrosity, the greast contemporary· 
vampire of the human race • • • • It is colossal folly, the (1) 1 
'equivalent of fighting fire with gasoline 1" i! 
II 2. "Though the world has gradually awakened to the follY: 
. II 
II i' 
11 of international war, it has not yet awakened as regards class ·II 
(2) ,I 
1
.1 struggle." During the war Capital and Labor came together 1: 
li, :1 against a common foe, but even then it was for their profit. 
I 
After the \Var they began again the b1 t-ter class struggle which 11 
L ! 
I
' has been increasing in tension with the years and the injustice~~ 
,, of Capitalism. And in that struggle both parties seem to agree ~I 
il that force is the only way out. Capitalism, baing of the 
11 status guo, has always had the police on its side and has used ' 
I {3) I 
!them, but has also appealed to mob rule and used strike breakT 
lers, deportation and killing. But such violence is a failure, 
,: for the battle is against human souls and force is bound to 
I 
lose. The use of fear is invalid also, for when people have an• I 
_idea to advance, they are not afraid to die for it; witness the! 
! 
Communists. Furthermore, violence is not disruptive, but co-
'i hesive and aids Labor, which also is· given justification for 
\I 
ilhostile action. B,1 the Ludlow massacres Zis-
!i {l) Hertzler, J., "Social Progress", P• 491. 
1 (2) Kagawa, Toyohiko, "Love the Law of Life", P• 163 
I (3) The police have been zealous to protect property, not livest 
,I 
I 
I 
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bee deportations~ Tom Mooney convictions, Steel Tyrannies and 
I Mitchell Palmer injunctions, Capitalism is writings its owt:t in-1 
i 
dictment as did the old Czarist regime. And worst of all I 
I 
Holmes says that it is the end for the Capitalists~ not a way 
out. 
How about Labor? We find that it too has used force~ 
Jand naturally so because of the example Capitalists have set1 
and because of Labor's position. Labor has been anarchistic 
·
1 
even to the extent of Ba.ckunin. Some today are syndicalists. 
1 Many are considering violent revolution. In answer to Labor's 
I use of violence, Holmes has g1 ven ·some strong arguments in op-
position. The workers' m a of force is futile, he says~ be-
l cause their idea cannot be helped by force. Ideas and souls 
I sin slowly but surely, ~a, for example, against Btsmarck. 
I
I Right will win in the end an~~ay, and so force is unnecessary. 
I . 
1 It is also dangerous, because it shifts the issue from Labor's (l} 
cause to the question of violence which is always confusing. 
It is not certain that Holmes' anmver is entirely realistic, 
I 
but it does 
1 struggle. 
I
I 3. 
reveal the bad results of violence in the class 
There is another phase of conflict that seems to be 
:1 
Ill' 
increasing rapidly and that is the race conflict. Today it is ' 
)I causing uneasiness all over the world and some people see in 
II the future an Armageddon between the colored races and white : 
!I men. Of course, that would have all the evil results of imper-:1 
I 'I 
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'I II 
.I I:_ 
j Minor disastrous results of force are seen in the 
I: 
!I 
I family and in our penal system. In the home tyrannical parents ;I 
I li 1! arouse in the child's life feelings of fear and insecurity. 
II ij 
I
I And consequently the indiVidual goes into society with an in- 'I 
J feriori ty complex which very likely will be increased by severe lj 
J 1
1 
1 
economic conditions. Under the strain some of these persons !I 
~~turn to crime. Ii' the orime results in a prison sentence, then! 
jthere is the danger that through the bad influences of prison 
1
1 
life the individual will degenerate still further, as did Dil-
l 
linger who was once a Sunday School boy. The intentional mur-
darer is condemned to the electric chair in a number of states 
which still believe in capital punishment i. e. punishment 
I by losing one's life. And many uphold it as right, even de-(1) 
claring that the Bible approves of it. They maintain that it 
lis the only way to control crime. Bu.t they should note that it 
II is not emptying our pri sons. Foroe has :failed to alleviate I 
'J crime in America. A primary reason for this lies in the type 
I of emotional response evoked. In other words, there is a 
I 
psychological basis for the failure of violence. 
Something has been said already concerning this, but a 
more complete picture is hoped for here. The type of emotional 
responses aroused are of v1 tal importance in judging any actionJ.; 
What then is the response to violence? The answer is unanimous 
that it is always -- more violence. Says Von Cla.usewi tz, "War ~~ 
a constant state of reciprocal action, the effects of which I 
I' 
is 
:1 
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J (1) Gage, R., "Resistance and Non-Resistance", P• 37, op.oit~ :! 
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are mutual"(l) So it is with all violence; .force breeds force. 
,An auto will not snap back at you if you do not handle it pro-
perly, but a man will. Irrespective of race, culture, national~ 
ity, education or religion, man ract to the way they are ap-
. (2) 
proached. "The man whose manhood you have broken will loathe 
you and will always be brooding and scheming to strike a fresh 
:1 blow. The children will be taught to curse you. The infant, 
.
1
1 being molded in the womb, will have breathed into its starved 
(3) 
1
!body the Vitality of hate." "Violence has been for thousands! 
II o:f years a reactionary :factor • • • msmarck had poliCe, al'ley", I 
I capit{~~ and the State, but was finally crushed. Moral force 'I 
won. • The Ozari at regime killed one Lenin (Lenin 1 a brother) ! 1 
I! 
which led to the rise of another who overthrew them. Another 
I illustration is seen in the Inquisition, which only created 
!!more doubters and opened the way for a split in the Church. 
~~Souls and ideas cannot always be overcome by violenc·e, either 
(5) 
i 
II 
1\ 
1
1 of the Church or industry or any other organization or person. '· 
!I ! And it is impossible to achieve spiritual results by material :1 
.I means. Germany was regarded as a menace to the peace ~~ 
1,1 (1) I (2> 
I (3) 
i!l (4) 
j (5) 
Gregg, R. B., "The Power of Non-Violence", p. 59. 
Allen, D., "Pacifism in the Modern World", pp. 5 & 6. 
Holmes, J. H., "Is Violence the Way out?", P• 2. 
,. 
il 
(Open letter of George W. Russell to his em~loyees) 
Hunter, A., "Violence and the Labor Movement , P• 226. 1 
"Confidence in the ability of' human beings to ultimately : 
establish justice in spite of obstacles leads us to believe~· 
that violence in the lon~ run over a wide area cannot per-i 
manently conquer ideals. I 
:I 
I 
3Q 
rl ________ _ il _______ __ 
II 
I 
I 
'I . 
!1 of Europe before the Great War 
I 
I 
and was defeated only to 
I be today -- a. menace to the peace of Europe l "If the passions 
lor war are perpetuated in peace, if we are looking onoe more (1) 
1 to force for our seouri ty, the world has learned no lesson. n 
I 
II In this chapter an effort has been made to show that 
'I 
I 
i\Violenoe, because of its bad results, is in most oases an un- 1 
jjworthy and unsuccessful method of social control. The next 1
111 
~~chapter deals with the opposite to violence, that is, with 
!non-violence and presents reasons why in many oases it has been 
' i 
I 
1i {1) "Peace among the Nations", p. s. 
II 
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'1 AN ANALYSIS OF THE POWER OF NON-VIOLENCE I 
II I 
I' All or life seems to be a struggle of some kind; that isJ! 
for everyone there are certain resisting forces to be met and 11 
I dealt vr.l th. rut many people find life's battle tiring, and I 
'long ror a day when there will be no more resistance. Some I 
peace advocates have also that goal in mind. But is that a way!. 
I out? Is 1 t not doubtful, at least in the moral realm, if II 
growth is possible without resistance? Granting that to be 1l 
true, there must of course be conflicts. These are not bad un-11 
I less they are not resolved or unless they are badly resolved, II 
las in the case of war. Non-violence recognizes the conflict !I 
II element in life and seeks always to resolve conflict in ways :1 
I that will not engender mora conflict, but which will result in j 
I peace, good will and friendship. I 
,1,. \1 
1. The first victorious factor in this peaceful way of .1 
I !j 
1
1 life is its power to check antagonism and fear. Violence fails ii 
li i because of the bad reactions it arouses. And right there non- I 
li violence wins its first victory. _ It causes reactions too; but 
II 
I ! they are reactions of wonder._ Men expect retaliation because 
that is the general an~wer to force. But lo, here is a person 
jwho does not retaliate. Now passion may rush in and fuilfil its: 
II end, or the aggressor may stop. Evil aggression thrives only 
II 
"on the resistance 1 t meets. As Lao-Tse said, "It is because 
II 
\\the non-aggressor is free from striving, that 
II 
1=1 = 
li 
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I no one will strive with him." For, said Seneca, "No man fight- I 
· eth unless he is resisted." But, as Professor Morris noted, 
this does not prevent the aggressor from taking what he was af-l 
I 
Iter. Yet it does diminish fear for the knowledge of a person's 1 
j stand spreads abroad and alleviates distrust of the person's 
violent intentions. 
The Quakers give us illustrations of this, two of which 
follow: In the Irish Rebellion of 1798 not one unarmed Quaker 1 
iwas 
\and 
ldlled. And the friendship and peace between the Indians 
Quakers in Pennsylvania has already been noted. 
I A more interesting example for many people is the hundred I 
years of peace and security over the unprotected border between 
Canada and the United States. Thus non-violence creates peace, 
faith and friendship. 
2. It wins because it appeals to the higher self of 
mankind. That was why Gandhi called his method soul-force, by 
I ,. 
'!which he meant a willingness to suffer under oppression. His 
!idea was to cause his opponents and·the world to pause in re-
I verence and consider the cause of such suffering. It was an 
I 
:I 
!I I I appeal, and is the appeal of all non-violence to the truth of 
I the cause of the non-violent person or group. In a sense it 
lis trust in God, il 
1 "Ideals :::v::k:• :::~: t::: ::::::1 ::• a::::: .1 :n: ::u::d;nil i I 
must fight for its life, a gun is an inneffective weapon for it~ 
i 
'I j ~ 
:j 
., 
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!Personally, the writer believes that Ethiopia would have accom-i 
I 
plished far more in the end, if it had trusted to non-violent 
others. Says that ancient Indian saint, Gautama, "Hatred is 
appeased by non-hatred." However, that is rather negative, and 
j1 Chr1stian or modern non-violence would be positive, and say, 
"Overcome evil with good". When one attains such an attitude I 
· II 
i and lives according to the Christian ethic of love, he surpasses, 
1 all other types of non-violence. That kind of love goes beyond Jl 
II I' 
Ill the idea of nru.tual aid or mother love or pure passive resi s- 1! I II 
11 tance. It goes beyond mere duty and justice to consider how the
1 
'i needs of humanity can best be met under the reg!. me of a God of ' 
I love. Such love is willing, 1f need be, to sacrifice to the ut-; 
jjtermost. And such love casts out fear and opens the way to un-
ii 
!derstanding, reconciliation and friendship which, if ao compli sh~1 
I 
led, is a perfect resolving of the conflict. 
I Then non-violence triumphs because it places mind 
I 
I above matter. From Napoleon we have these words, "War is an 
anachronism. Some day victories will be won without cannons 
and bayonets • • • Do you know what I marvel at most in the 
world? • • • The impotence of force in organization. There 
are only two powers 1n the world, the mind and the sword. 
In the 
ij 
II I. 
II 
ij 
ii 
!I 
'· 
!I 
:I 
:I 
" ~ ! 
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long run the sword is always defeated by the mi~d.-" ( l) Mind - -
1 
is man 1 s greatest attribute. We are reminded that "physical 
I force is showing itself a failure in the struggle for ex:ts-
1 tence", for the battle has not been to the strong. but to the 
I 
I shrewd. Mind has won because it has enabled man to successful-~ 
I ly adapt himself to new situations. And it is greater than thej 
I 
j physical because it creates and deepens ideas which are spiri- \ 
I tual and eternal. Men may be ld.lled, but if their ideas are 1: 
I 
related to human needs, those ideas will live on in other minds. I 
In e. previous chapter it has been noted more fully how f'Uti~e .I 
it is for those in power to seek to crush those who oppose 
them. Even i.f they do crush them, the oppressed will some day 
rise, ten thousand times as strong as they were before. And 
II, all will be united because in the minds of all there will be an 
lidea that incites them and drives them on to the accomplishment 
!of their purpose. 
\ This leads us up to a discussion o.f the psychological 
,j attack o.f non-violence on the morale of the enemy. It has al- i 
i,
1
l! ready been noted that non-violence makes an appeal to mankind's II 
I (1) I 
I higher self. In reality, however, that appeal is an attack. II 
For 1 as Gregg says, "Non-violence is not wholly unlike principles 
l
of military demorali~ation." Approaching it .from that angle, 
he naturally has a great deal to say about the morale of con-
I 
43 
tending forces. Military commanders are quoted to prove that 
I morale is the most important factor in 
II (1) Cooley,_ c. M., "Human Nature and the Social Order", =P=·=2=46=-]==---=c~ fr--
1, 
,warfare. "Non-violence", Gregg says, "breaks the morale of' the 
• enemy' by lessening the force of hatred, destroying the self-re-(1) 
spect of the foe, and injuring his moral prestige." 
The object of this psychological attack is not to make 
I 
I 
i 
the enemy feel crushed and hwniliated, but to gain a fair consi-' 
(2) i 
deration of the facts and a reconciliation of conflicting forces• 
II 5. Non-violence reveres personality and seeks to liberate 
I 
It gi vas it dignity and i it from bondage and help it to develop. 
meaning, for it fosters self-respect and demands the acceptance 
of life's challenges and responsibilities. It demands real 
courage. War is supposed to give courage, but it is the element. 
of struggle there that creates the good. There is a struggle 
I iagainst war, disease, and natural calamities, which will like-
wise create courage. And in these struggles bravey is greatly 
needed. It takes more courage for some men to be non-violent 
resisters than it does to fight in a war. 
It takes self-control, which means being patient and 
• calm. Non-violence gi vas an inner poise that redeems life from 
a mean level of existence to a level of supreme strength. Pro-
! 
1 fessor Giddings gives support to the thought of this paragraph. 
I 
He finds in Nietsche and Tolstoi the opposite poles of nine-
teenth century 
(1) "Nation", December 19, 1934. (2) Gregg, R. B., "The Effects of Non-Violence", (mass effect) 
ce7;1tury thought and seeks to reduce the tremendous contradic-
tions they hold by a deep analysis of Nietzsche's idea of phy-
siological power. Giddings thinks Nietzsche is right in making 
·it a fundamental considera1i on for progress, but that it is too , 
I 
;narrowly conceived. The might that makes right is not in the 
I 
1 thought of Professor Giddings the undifferentiated might of 
sheer, crude, physical power; such~iumph is bad. Physical 
power becomes might that makes for right when it becomes dif-
ferentiated into various forms such as sympathy, compassion, 
forgiveness and philanthropy (wisely given). 
- AltrUism is a mode of expenditure of surplus of energy 
1 
left over f~om successful individual struggle. 
(1) 
ter is not weak then, but super-human." 
"The non-resis-
Finally this way of life creates good will and friendship 
These values have been stressed already and the illustration 
cited of the peace and security which exist between Canada and 
the United States, although the boundary line has never been 
fortified. Someone said that non-violence retarded civiliza- · 
tion and gave China as an example. But China did once have a 
magnificent civilization, a golden age which it ever looked 
back to; and is not lack of progress due to that very reason, 
that it has been turning its eyes and mind back instead of 
1 ahead? Non-violence builds and protects personality, creates 
i good will, seeks to establish justice, and promotes friendship 
; and brotherhood. 
(1) From a partial review of Giddings' "Democracy and Empire", 
Chapter xx. 
45 
CHAPTER V 
IS ABSOLUTE NON-VIOLENCE POSSIBLE OR DESIRABLE? 
From earliest times there have been those who tried to 
follow a policy of absolute non-violence, even though it failed.' 
Some, living in modern times and facing the critical spirit of 
this age, hav~ sought to defend their position. There is no 
objection to that; the objection arises when they make that po- , 
si tion absolute, and declare that violence should never be used 
under any circumstances. 
1. Life is paradoXical. For example, there is "a 
growth among intelligent people, the growth of a feeling that 
the world would be better off to accept non-violence literally, 
while yet each nation builds up its armaments and spies on 1ts (1) 
rivals." On the basis of such facts, Professor Giddings 
ooks, "whether there is not an inherent contradiction in the 
: moral nature of man". "Resistance to aggression satisfies the 
instincts and feelings, but disturbs the reason, which sees 
by such conduct evil multiplies itself." Non-resistance 
Giddings, Q. H., "Democracy and Empire", Chapter xx. 
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satisfies reason, but outrages man's deepest feelings which 
{1) 
chafe at evil unrebuked." With such contradictory elements 
facing each other, conflict is naturally inevitable. And the 
writer is coi'rect who says, "What has really been going on in 
the heart of the individual animal, as well as in the whole 
WOI'ld of organic life, is the struggle of the monster against 
the bead, of brute force against mutual aid, of fierce aggi'es-
sion against cooperation, of blasting hate against protecting 
love -- not two armed giants battling foi' outward survival, but 
{2) 
two great pi'inciples of action battling for inwat'd supremacy." 
2. In that struggle the good principle has not always 
won. Evil has triumphed, and the conflict has passed from the 
innei' WOI'ld to the outer world. Individuals md groups have 
clashed and ai'e clashing in tense competi t1 on and even in at'med 
combat. The strong take advantage of the weak; the rich oppress 
the pool'. And non-resistance does nothing to hinder. Instead, , 
. (3) 
as Niehbuhr says, it "may lead to fUrthei' aggression". Such 
a world demands some coercion. Indeed, "some form of coercion 
seems necessary and justified on occasion in all but the most 
(4) 
ideal human societies". This realization bas increased 
through the centuries and has revealed itself in 
(1) Giddings, Q. H.fl "Democracy and Empire", Chapter XX. 
{2) Holmes, J. H., 'New Wars for Old", P• 81. 
{3) Niebuhi', R., "An Interpretation of Christian Ethics", P• 46 
( 4) Allen, D., "Pacifi am in the Modern World" 1 p. 16. 
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higher and later types or social organization by which to con-
trol and protect society. It must or course use force as ror 
example in dealing with the Al Oapones. 
3. When non-violent resistants object to any and all use 
of violence, they have not faced the paradox of life and the con-
flict society or our real world. FUrthermore, they themselves 
are paradoxes; for while they preach absolute non-violence, 
they live in a social order which regards force as a fundamen-
tal right; they would use force to save a friend from being run 1 
over, and they would probably use force to save thd r family 
or friends from harm. So "modern passive resistants are re-
peating the experience of their predecessors throughout the 
past, in finding that the theory of absolute non-violence will :I 
not work out in actual life. Supremely, or even superhumanly 
logical, on the whole, it proves so utterly illogical that 1 (1) 
it cannot find itself, nor bring the halves together." 
11 VJhen the crucial test is applied or the hypothetical 
attack or innocent human beings, nature proves unequal to the 
strain, and refuses to be confined. It is only a rare advo-
(2) 
cate that can endure his own logic." 
Gregg has written a remarkable book on'~e Power of Non-
Violence" 1 but he stands by the old conclusion, and with Holmes 
1 
preaches an absolute prohibition of violence. He as~es. 
(1) Case, c. M., "Non-Violent Coercion", P• 298. 
( 2 ) Ibid. , op • c i t. 
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that hi a paychologtcal deduction a would be the same in every 
case, and because he has seen practical success in certain in-
stances he concludes that his findings are universal. They 
probably would be universal in a utopian society, but in an 
unideal world some violence is inevitable, Of course its use 
always denotes the failure of better means. 
4. People's ideas vary greatly as to the u~e of force, 
but there are certain phases of· life where it is justified by 
practically everyone. In the family "conviction instead of 
coercion" is the coming ideal, but there are times when stern 
action must be used to check the violence of a disorderly mem-
ber or to teach him the principles of true and honest manhood. 
Even then the use of force should not be so uncontrolled as to 
kill the child; love should never beforgotten. 
In school also there are occasions when the good disci-
plinarian becomes severe and punishes the offender with force. 
In our larger society the police play a very real part, being a 
function of organized government. They are generally recognize~ 
as just and legitimate; and are not the complaining witness, 
the prosecuting attorney, the judge, jury, or executioner. 
(That is how they differ from a nation at war.) The police 
are or should be neutral servants of the government. They 
should also be servants of the people. That is, they should 
not use mere force than i a necessary and Third Degree treat-
ment should be abolished. 
1 
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'I 
-II Some day we hope the world will be controlled by an in- II 
ternational police force. The League of Nations does not yet tl 
II 
really meet economic needs, and so does not exist for the oommonl 
interest of all. When it is converted, then it can truly be 1 
I 
said, 11For the League to employ force against an aggressive mem-
1
1 
ber is no more war in the proper sense of the word than a baton ~~~ 
charge by the police against a mob engaged in destruction is a (1) I 
riot on the part of the police." When the League of Nations J 
I st~nds fo~ the rights of all, it may be regarded as a judioiall~~ 
<2 > I 
neutral authority and hope to be adhered to by everyone. 1 
5. There are some oases where force cannot be justified. \ 
Such a one is a hateful act which is injurious to society. That1 
is purely selfish and so bad; it must be condemned. 
The spirit of pure violence against other individuals is 
' 
not condoned. Beecher is reported to have said, "If a man deli..! 
I 
berately assailed my house, I would ~lunge him headlong out and 1 
(3) I 
thank God for the grace to do it." The writer agrees with 1 
1 
Ballou that such action is not much better than a pagan ethic. 
It has little of the Christian flavor, and is such a cold-blood_: 
( 4) I 
I 
ed act that it seems even inhuman, or, to say the least, brutish• 
!I 
The evil purposes of the criminal are of course unpardonable andi 
j, jl 
must be condemned, and likewise all vi olenoe when the results 1/ 
II 
are overwhelmingly bad. This seems to be generally the case in /1 
regard to international and civil war which generally do not [\ 
seem to be the lesser of two evils. !I 
iJ 
'I (1) London, s. w., "The Christian and the World Situation"c:pat.ti! 
(2
3
) Russell, Berifrand., "Justice in Wadr TI,me", p. 41. !i ( ) Ballou, A., Non-nesistanoe Defen ed , p. ~. 11 
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We come now to some cases where the use of force 
I 
I 
ma; [ 
These cases are question- .1 
·able because they concern the action of individuals and groups 
be questioned,.but seems justified. 
I 
I 
apart from the law; they seem justified, because they are at I 
least somewhat unaifish. · Others are of concern in the results.! II 
For example, the man with a family or someone dependent on him 
must consider their welfare. If his death or injury would cause 
them hardship, he is duty bound to save himself. He has "no 
r~ght to surrender by non-violence anything necessary to the (1) 
fulfilment of his responsibilities to others." Obviously 
there are times when non-violence is not man's best action. 
The above fact may be seen in a consideration of one's 
I 
I 
I 
I 
responsibility when he· sees another person being wronged. Shal]! 
· 11 
he be a non-resistant? No one can be then except the most inhu~l 
man and cowardly. And they justly deserve all the censure they I! 
I 
receive. Most people are not classified in those categories~ I 
I \Vhen force is necessary to save the weak, they use force. In 
fact, "that is the only way in which they can really show their I 
(2) 11.' interest to the weak." "And that is the only way that they 
I 
can show their love .to their family and friends when the latter i 
are attacked." Sincere love does not allow anyone to stand by 
and see a friend be beaten or ldlled. Moreover, "love must 
give an effective defense of the victim to 
(1) Cadoux, A. T., "Jesus and Civil Government", op. cit. 
(2) Ibid., op. cit. 
(3) Ibid., op. cit. 
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show itself to the wrongdoer as something real." When it sees 
that, it will have a good effect on him, helping him to realize 
the ,principle of human brotherhood and censure his own sin 
against it. Violence here should not go beyond an effective 
defense, and should always be used only as a last resort, when 
an effort to persuade has failed. 
Right here it seems well to make a further connnent on 
Jesus' action at the Temple. As has been said, he did not act 
until he realized that persuasion had failed. But what drove 
him to clearing the courtyeard, even with violence? Was it not 
because Another was concerned? Would not absolute non-violence I 
have been the height of disloyalty? Love demanded resistance 
i 
unto the farthest extremity and Jesus threw his life into full 1 
action, despite the consequences -- suffering and ultimately 
death. I 
It may also not be out of place here to ask if the world I 
I has by its action shown any human sympathy to the oppressed i 
I 
Ethiopians, or if those in the United States are doing anything [ 
to help the Negro. But of course these are not personal oases, i 
and there is a great admixture of ideas. Yet under effective I. 
I 
leadership or the voice of some strong prophet, could not a com~ 
mon spirit of brotherhood be so aroused as to unite in some ef-
i fecti ve method of action to check the oppressors? Such a 
question opens the door to a discussion as to whether or not 
; group violence is ever justifiable. Here we have~ome, the 
writer believes, to the real problem of the use ok non-violence 
52 
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L 
in the world today. li il 
il 
I' A previous chapter has attempted to show that internation.:.. 
al war is unjustifiable, but has presented arguments to show 
that some violence is justifiable. The question now is as to 
whether that is the case in regard to the class struggle. In 
~he chapter noted above the writer said that Holmes revealed 
some of the bad results in the class struggle, but that it was 
not certain that Holmes' answer was entirely realistio. The 
writer believes that in an unideal world class violence may at 
times be justified. In this he seems to agree with Reinhold 
Niebuhr, who "comes to a final distinction, that violence is 
not justified in the guise of imperialistic war, but may be re-
sorted to by oppl:'essed minorities and by the disinherited of the 
<1> I 
class struggle if peaceful suasion notoriously fails to work." 1 
' ! We live today in a world Wnere thei'e is only a semi-moral 
lity, at least in politics and business. The oppl:'essed mi.noi'i- I 
! 
ties and the disinherited mentioned above are natUI'al results of 
'a highly competitive capitalistic system, which ms no heart, 
and lives carelessly on the exploitation of the pool:'. Having 
gained control, they enjoy their power and it is not likely 
that they will easily give it up. Moreover, it is not true 
that there exists today in English or American democracies the 
constitutional machinery which can be used for the abolition of (2.) 
capitalism and the organization of socialism. 11 
(1) 
(2) 
Nation, J. 15, '33. Review of "Moral Man and Immoral 
Society" by John Chamberlin 
Strachey, John, "The Comi.ng Struggle for Power", Introd. 
II 
Labor is left then to do for itself and must choose be~~een non-
11 
violent resistance and violence. The former is the traditional· 
way but realistically is questionable. Even Kirby Page, who 
is opposed to class violence, says, "that the odds are heavily 
against victory in an effort to transform capitalism through 
(1) 
non-warlike means." And Gregg, while introducing c cnvinc-
ing arguments to prove "that it is important to reduce violence 
to a minimu()does not thus prove that force may not be necessary, (2) :: 
in a final crisis. 11 Niebuhr goes to the limit and says that !! 
II 
the "law of love will not avail to dislodge from their positions 
of power those who have inherited or attained a position in so-
{3) 
ciety." "Labor will never come to it a full economic rights 
by trusting only to the intelligence and sense of justice of 
{4) 
employers." Norman Thomas also feels that violence will very 
{5) 
likely be necessary or best; for the world must have justice. 
Thus violence seems to be the only realistic way out of the in-
dustrial conflict of our modern world. 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
Christian Century, Oct. 30, 1935, "Paths to Peaceful Re-
volution", Kirby Page. 1i 
Nation, December 19 1934. i: 
(5) 
Niebuhr, Reinhold, tlMoral Man and Innnoral Society", op. oit 
Christian Century, July 6, 1932. "Moralists and Politics", 
Reinhold Niebuhr. 
Thomas, Norman, "The Choice Before Us", op. oi te 
1: 
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At least so the proletariat sizes up the situation. 
Capitalists own the means of social production and employ wage 
labor 1 by which means they gain more capital, build more ma-
chines and gain mo:roe wealth, as Ma:rox shows. 'lhat i a the way 
I 
I 
the capitalistic system works, giving finally all the wealth to i 
I 
those few who have a great deal of ~ealth. I The laborer is never. 
really paid for what he does, although he is paid a wage, it 
seldom is just recompense for the work done and sometimes it is 
far below even a living wage. Yet he is at the mercy of the 
I 
i 
I 
I 
capitalist who by his money controls through the press the op1nl 
ion of most of the middle class and through lobbies prevents 
the enactment of any legislation likely to prove injurious to 
the interests of big business. Moreover, the capitalists have 
all the advantages of organization, discipline and a tradition-
al position. They are the status quo and naturally see no rea-
son why they should give up their position of privilege and au-
thority. Hence they are not \rllling to conciliate Labor, even 
though the latter threatens violence. 
It is in view of such a situation that the proletariat, 
losing patience with Democracy's slow process, turn to revolu-
tion. This trend seems to be increasing in the United States, 
especially under the sting of oath bill legislation and simi-
lar acts of suppression. This tension does not bid fair to 
diminish but to increase with the Capitalist holding out until 
the proletariat are driven by human need to drastio 
I 
action in revolution. 
Some say force should not be used because it will per-
sist and in Russia it has persisted since the revolution, but 
after the American Revolution, the Thirteen Colonies created a 
constitution containing articles to ensure freedom of speech, 
of press, and of assembly. So force does not always persist. 
Then there are. those who contend that it is better to 
endure all oppression and save lives, but is it worth while, if 
the soul of tre country or the souls of individuals are blighted?;. 
' Liberty is a condition for the moral welfare of each and all. 
So Patrick Henry truly said, "Give me liberty, or give me death1' 
And back in 1750 Mayhew declared that "if government did not 
rule for the good or society, reason was against submission, 
and that if the rule was very oppressive, it is highly criminal (1) 
if force is not used." 11 vVhen oppression is of a nature to 
inflict moral wrong, armed resistance may be the only means of 
(2) 
redemptive love." 
The writer is aware that perhaps he almost seems here to 
justify international war. That is an undesired impression. 
However, the aim of the latter part of the chapter has been to 
show that class violence is at least sometimes justifiable in 
an imperfect world. The next chapter takes up the relation of 
non-violence to the state, and deals with some of the problems 
arising out of such a discussion. 
( 1) Mayhew, Jonathan, "Non-Resistance to Hi ghar Pov1ers", p. 40. 
(2) Author unknowno 
=:_:.;~------------- ·-
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CHAPTER VI 
THE RELATION OF NON-VIOLENCE TO THE STATE 
Since government first began, there has been a problem 
il 
II II il 
!i !! 
il' 
ll 
'I I, 
II 
I! 
'I i: 
'I 
!i 
II II 
as to what was the right· relation of the individual to the state~ 
II 
. li Some pave always opposed the state, and it was only natural; i! 
li 
1 for with the rise of government came also the curtailment of in~i I' II 
dividual rights which was inevitable if human society was to be il 
II 
•I 
organized and· governed adequately. But 'lovers of absolute free~1 
dam chafed under the coercion. These people later came to be 
II 
I' 
,! 
ii 
I known as anarchists and they have c£ ten been quite antagonistic \I 
I 
,I 
to all social control. !I 
I 
(1) !! 
1
1 
· 1. Queerly ·enough, in contrast to the attitude of Jesus,i 
I the early Church, especially under Paul's influence, opposed 1 
I I 
If the state and condemned it as entirely evil because of its use I 
·I II )/ o~ force. Indeed all society was regarded as corrupt; and 
1 
11 I 
11 while the Christian was to submit to the laws of that society, 1 
I! he was also to separate himself from it, just as far as possibl~. 
II .. ~~ And from that day even to this some men have defended the view 
I! with Biblical. quotations. But such people live in an illusory 
li world. They do not face reality. After all, most men are not 
I! ascetics, and, being in society, they are a part of it and 
II duty bound to help and redeem it insofar as they are able. 
1! Royal Gage feels that one cannot engage in 
1: 
II 
'I li ( 1) See Chapter II • 
il ,. 
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politics \rlthout sanctioning and upholding all of its policies (1) 
and actions. But he has overlooked the fact that he lives in 
: 
I 
a social order which thrives on force and exploitation, and that,i 
he certainly does not sanction all of its actions. lJIJhat this 
world needs is to have men who are just, sympathetic and far-
sighted to enter its pollliical and business life and transform 
them or die in the attempt. That is the only way to redeem 
them and save the world from war and exploitation. 
2. Those who merely criticize are of little value to 
il 
I 
the world and those who despise all use of physical force are \ 
I 
not realists. "As long as certain individuals are undisciplined\ 
. 'I II 
or depraved, it will be necessary for other members of society \i 
': 
to protect themselves by the forcible restraint of dangerous 
criminals." (2) This is a function of government. It pro-
tects money and property, keeps the social order and gives a 
feeling of security. These things are essential to healthy 
moral life, and since they can only be had through coercion, 
the existence of government and the State is justified. 
·But the State is not God; the individual's conscience is 
his final guide. Nevertheless, it is the duty~or every citizen 
to uphold the state in every way that he is morally able to do 
and to improve it, so that coercion is ever an the decrease. 
Thus, together, the State and the individual build up a spiri-
tual 
(1) Gage, Royal~ "Resistance and Non-Resistance", op. cit. 
( 2) Allen, D., Pacifism in the Modern World 11 , p. 132. 
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kingdom. 
However, the progress of this kingdom has been and often 
is intercepted by the progress of another a kingdom of.evil. 
Both of oourse manifest themselves in the physical, but the 
manifestati.ons of evil in the State may seem greater than the 
evidences of good. Especially is this true when the State goes. 
to war. 
3. At such a time some individuals who had been working 
with the State stop and refuse to uphold it to the extent that 
they feel it is not working for a good cause. These persons 
are called pacifists, or in more technical terms, conscientious 
objectors. They do not all agree. Instead, there are wide 
differences of opinion among them. Some are literalists,_ bas-
ing their objection on the Bible 1 s command not to kill, but .who 
are willing to help in other ways. Others are pure anarchists 
who just will not cooperate with the State. They seek to es-
I 
I I. 
tablish the individual over the State as a "higher and indepen- I 
dent power". (Thoreau) 1 
I The Socialists object not so much on humanitarian grounds 
i 
as because of a "deep rooted conviction that modern wars are at I 
I 
the bottom sanguinary struggles for the commercial advantages of, 
I 
the possessing class, and that therefore they are disastrous 
to the cause of the ,Norker, their struggles, their aspirations, 
n(l) 
their rights and liberties. 
I 
I 
' 
I 
(1) Documentary History of the Attitude of the Socialist 
toward War and Militarism since the OUtbreak of the Great 
I Party 1 
War~ / 
-- -- ---- -
---~------------------------------------------~---- - ---~------------ ----·-------- ---
j 
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[_ ,, I 
.ll 
Lastly, there is a group who "have a high sense of so-
These mixed groups have "as yet no organization and vir-
they 1 
although/have generally assooil no historical background, 
. (2) 
ated with religious groups." 
In the United States they have been treated quite rea-
sonably because the Constitution includes a clause on religious 
liberty. During the world war a special law was passed to co- 1l 
ver religious objectors, and later it was stretched to cover al] 
objectors who were judged to be sincere. Yet even those were 
expected to do some kind of work, and if they rG!'l1sed, they 
I were sent to prison. So many went, for "on the whole, all re-
garded so-called non-combatant service ~s morally equivalent to 
actual fighting, and in the main they rejected it, accepting 
the penalty of the state as good citizens who recogpize that 
(2) 
it has a right to demand obedience.'' 
I lwaa used to great extents, and many were forced 
1 
against their wills. In England the Courts had 
The treatment in Europe was more severe. Inti mi dati on 
5. n to the army-
a famous quas-
I 
tion which they used very effectively. When the objector took 
'I 
(1) Case, c. M., 11 Non-Violent Coercion", op. cit. 
, (2) Ibid., op. cit. 
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lthe witness stand, he was asked 1r he would derend his grand- ~-: 
;mother., sweetheart or mother against a German ravager. If he I 
I 
ladrr.dtted that he would, they would say then that he could not Jl 
!logically re,fuse being compelled to ldll as the government rnigh; 
!decree. But that limits the choice to two absolutes, non-resisi 
[tanoe or Prussianism, and does not race the real problem, As i 
!Kirby Page says, "Would you ldll to save your grandmother?" is 
a question, but the real issue is, nwould you ld.ll ten grand-
mothers to save yours?rr The latter is war's solution. The 
,conscientious objector in all probability would always defend 
I 
'the weak, but he cannot uphold war. His conscience forbids it. 
!Earlier in this chapter a statement was made to the effect that 
,
1
1" the individual's conscience was the final guide". But that i 
I needs some explanation. The old-fashioned theory of the still j 
II II 
~small voice was practically identical to people's own wishes, I 
,jand led only to conflicting conclusions. By Conscience hera is 
!/meant "the whole judgment of' a person who faces all facts and 
l
l)oonsequenoes of a certain moral aot," (l) 
-~ And having arrived at this conclusion, he must act ac-
lcordingly. "To violate conscience is to connnit moral suicide. 
And among religious conscientious objectors there will always 
- {2) 
1be some who prefer physical destruction to moral sUicide." 
I 
I 
I 
1(1) l (2) 
I 
The conscientious objector takes a stand and holds to it 
Human Relations Class: Notes of 1936. 
Case, c. M., "Non-Violent Coercion", op. cit. 
_,/ __________ ------------------ ---------
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1\ as did Socrates, Jesus and others through the centuries. Mar-
i tin Luther's words, "Here I stand, I can do no other", finely 
I (1) 
I illustrate this idea. Clarence M. Case is hopeful about con-1 
I scientious objectors, saying that they "embody a unique and 
! I challenging rule. of conduct which must have some application to 
I oollecti ve human life. They may represent a new social type 
I <2> 
·prophetic of a better social order." 
II 
4. Nevertheless, the conscientious objector meets much 
criticism, the worst of which is a denial of his patriotism. 
Those who make the critical attack are followers of Stephan De-! 
oatur, who said, "Our countryl In her intercourse with foreign 
nations may she always be right: but our country, right or 
wrong." Because they deny any ethical reasoning they care not 
if the weak are crushed and bla~ant injustice is done. They 
become obsessed with egoistic nationalism and a pride in the 
! military strength of their nation, and denounce any who will 
I I not agree with them in their traditional belief. Naturally, 
1 some follow just for social approval. But the conscientious 
' II ! objector feels that_ he cannot do that. "He can never be a pure~ 
\ ly emotional patriot, flag waving and reveling in fierce hatreds 
I as propaganda directs; he cannot be a party to the immoral pa- II 
1
!triotism of a Decatur, nor oan he be a military patriot, who II 
II makes patrioti~m synonymous with militarism, believing that 
,, 
II II great defenses g1 ve security and that all nn.tst be militaristic 
11 ( 3) 
1' or else not be true patriots." 
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But more than that, men who object are called cowards. Yet 
"all observers agree that it is easier and requires less cour-
(1) 
age to attack than to withstand f'ire without retaliation." 
-Another writer asks, "Wherein is courage required in 
blowing others to pieces f'rom behind a cannor or with a smil-
ing f'ace to approach it and be blown in pieces." 
The conscientious objector is not a coward, but has a 
new kind of' patriotism. He believes,as the Quakers believed, 
I il i "that whatever is his highest loyalty to God and humanity is 
1 
I 
at the same time the highest loyalty that he can render to his .
(2) 
1 nation." His is an intellectual patriotism which sees that 
the good of the world makes for the good of his own country. 
11 Dl sloyal ty to the whole means disloyalty to every part." 
His patriotism is humanitarian and does not put honor f'irst, 
but rather puts first the good of all. Eedoes not seek a 
1, "super-nation", but a good nation among other good nations, 
II all of whom have their individual contribution to give to the (3) 
II world. To them "our flag stands not for superiority, but 
II 
for responsibility and obligations". As Bishop Brent said 
years ago, "The true citizen of today is a citizen of the 
world, and his true loyalty is to mankind." They indeed repreJ 
I sent a new social type, "prophetic of a new social order". 
I 
I ~ ~ ~ 
I (3) 
Bartlett, Q. c., "Psychology and the Soldier", p. 175. 
•••••••• 1 "Peace among Nations", P• 12. 
Boeckel, Florence, "Turn Toward Peace" 1 P• 136. 
I 
I 
II 
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1f 5. Not only are non-violent resisters opposed to impar-
l ial war, but they are opposed to great defensive armaments. 
This has already been dealt with in oome ways, but a further 
development seems in order here. 
The argument ~or defense is that it is the nation's 
only hope. Recently a general announced that our only safe-
guard was to be stronger than any other nation. If that was 
granted, how could it be done? For some people in every coun-
try of the world are saying the same 'thing. And even if a na-
tion succeeded, it would not be stronger than an alliance of 
nations. If armaments were any guarantee for pe.aoe, Europe 
would now be enjoying Utopia. But the United States has no-
thing to say. From 1913 to 1930 all nations increased their 
war-budgets. France and Italy increased theirs thirty per oen 
to forty per cent; Japan one hundred and forty-one per cent, 
and the United States one hundred and ninety-seven per centl 
And yet there are those in the United States who feel that the 
world should follow America's examplel 
I It is argued that armaments maintain the national defense 
and preserve peaoe and the values of civilization. But how 
paradoxic all The high mtli tary preparedness of 1914 did not 
make for peace nor give security. Great defense leads inevi-
I 
tab1y to war. "Warships breed war scares, and these material-
(1) I ize into great wars." For when one nation begins building, 1 
II others do likewise. Senator Nye has said, that 
64 
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' "the United States and Japan are now in the greatest armament j 
race of history". Of course when a nation sees that it cannot j 
go f'Urther in- building up its defense, it makes war while things 
are as even as possible~ Inde~d, the only adequate defense 
of the use of force is found in taking the offensive. Thus 
great defenses lead on to war. Is it unnatural that the non-
Violent resister should oppose them? He believes in a navy 
adequate for commerce and the keeping of order, but no more. 
He believes that such a condition would relieve all fear and 
open the way for good will and friendship. In an extreme 
case, if invasion should occur, non-cooperation and the boycott 
would be used. And only when they failed would there be a re-
sort to violence. 
The non-violent resister, realizing the function and 
value of the State, is generally not opposed to it, and seeks 
to fulfil his obligations as a citizen. But- when the State 
does that which is harmful to its citizens and the world, the 
,I 
!I conscientious objector takes his stand even though he knows II 
I that in a battle against the State individuals seldom win. 
He risks that in order to be true to and proclaim his belief 
in non-violence as the best way for nations to live together 
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CHAPTER VII 
DISCIPLIHE FOR NON-VIOLENT ACTION 
The last chapter, having been devoted to a consideration 
of the relation of the individual to the State, may now be cit-
ed as an illustration or the fortitude and endurance necessary 
to those who practice non-Violence. True, it may be said that 
for some non-resistance is easy, but there is a vast difference 
between resistance and non-violent resistance. The latter 
means far more than a mere passive attitude. It demands that 
its followers shall take a definite stand and that is not easy 
for anyone, when that stand involves suffering, prison, or 
even death. 
Therefore it is imperative that those who become adher-
ents of non-violence should prepare themselves for coming, in-
evitable trials of their faith. Naturally, this training 
should begtn w1 th individuals. 
A. Individual Preparation 
1. "It is useless to talk about peace until we have a (1) 
peaceable people." That may be a rather absolute overstate-
ment of the case, but there is nevertheless much truth in it. 
Society is composed of persons, and is good or bad, according 
as they are good or bad. To be sure, social salvation is not 
to be overlooked, yet it must never be forgotten that the 
. (1) "Biblical World", Jan. 16, 1936. 
I 
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therJI 
I 
I individual is the keystone of society's structure, and if 
I 
is social salvation, individual redemption must have taken 
plaoe. For a better society there must be better persons. And 
in seeking that better society adherents of non-violence have 
a definite technique of preparation -- a technique of non-vio-
. I 
lance. For they believe with Devere Allen "that we shall nevej· 
suoceed in stopping war until we have a humane society com- I 
posed of persons who practice a way of life which removes and 
I 
abolishes the grounds and occasions of wars, and which at the I! 
I 
same time matures and ripens a spirit of mutual understanding 
i ( 1) 
11 and personal cooperation." 
II 
I 
I 
II 
2. Training for such a way of life must begin in child-
hood, for 1 t 1 a then that attitudes and action a get their f'irstt 
directions. Dependents who are easily led, the asocial who, I 
because they are misfits, always cause conflict, the hysteric 
and highly emotional, the prejudiced and the pagan, are all 
often products of malconditioning and a chaotic chtldhood de-
void of loving~ wholesome training. 
At least, children need a good horne where love shall • 
give security and education --a preparation for life's responj 
sibilities. But the education must be broad so that good will 
toward all men is built up from early childhood. Only so can 
the good become deep-set in life and provide the moral control 
necessary for a better society. 
(l) Allen, Devere, "Pacifism in the Modern World" 1 P• 43 • 
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3. Moreover, the adherents of non-violence would urge an 
education in the psychology of.peaceful resistance. Gregg 
describes it as a moral jiu-jitsu, in which the opponent is 
puzzled and upset because he meets no resistance and finally 
loses his moral balance, when the situation shows him that 
force is entirely uncalled for. The victim then shows that 
he understands and i a forgi v:tng. vVhereupon the assailant re-(1) 
gains his pose and becomes friendly. Thus Gregg states the 
perfect oase. It is not so easy to say what human nature will 
always do. Nevertheless followers of non-violence should un-
derstand the prooess by whioh they may succeed. 
4. However, self-control and love toward an antagonist 
are not virtues which are possessed without effort. Even a 
II 
., 
good training in childhood is not sufficient, although it is a 
great help. There must be continued discipline of the emotion 
and the mind, so that the individual is self-controlled. "If' 
one feels anger or fear of any form and is unable to oontrol 
any strong outward expression of it, he should leave the scene 
if' possible, and at onoe take some brisk exercise suoh as rapi~ 
walking or wood chopping. In that way he will work off the sull 
gar which rising emotions threw into his blood stream. Phat 
was nature's way of preparing him for violent action, and if' 
he has not controlled its direction, another individual would 
have suffered and ill would be increased. But he him-
;i 
I (1)- ::gg, _R. ~·· "The 
i 
Power of Non-Violence", Chapter IV. II 
I· 
-----=~==-=~-==--c:.:: -::.c- -- ~.....::: .cc --=-=-- __ ll _____ -=----
1 
I, I 
il 
I 
I 
L 
I
I self should seek to find out why he was angered, and to remove 
the cause, if possible. He should seek to understand the othe~ 
person, and his anger should be overcome by what someone has 
called "The expulsive power of new emotions". In other words, 
love and comradeship should surmount human weaknesses. That 
idea of understanding people is mighty important. As Gregg 
says, "We find it easier to love others if we can only see that 
all men are trying to attain unity, security, and peace, how-(1) 
ever mistaken their ways may be." 
But of course it is impossible to practice absolute love 
' in a pagan world; yet it is the duty of a Christian to go with 
it as far as he can. "It is not enough merely to do nothing 
contrary to the law of love; the Christian must actively toil 
(2) 
and suffer in its serVice 1 fighting to the death." 11 Society 
will not be ameliorated," says Kagawa, "save by sacrificial 
I (3} II I· 
1 effort." 
I 
Such fearless courage and struggle give an entire.ly dif-11 
I' 
ferent picture from that of passive resistance. Non-violence 
II is challenging and stirring as it denounces the methods of war, 
I but also gives itself unreservedly to the struggle for peace. 
I 
1. By way of summary 1 it may be said that there are three 
I ways to meet a crisis: (1) Anticipate conflict situations; 
i (2) Practice a way of life that will prepare mind and body for 
I 
I 
1
1 (1) Gregg, R. B., "The Power of Non-Violence", p. 235. 
1
'1. ((2
3
)) Sneath, H. E., "Religion and War" f. p. 79. 
Kagawa, T., "Love the Law of Life 1 , P• 152. 
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I the test, that is, by living in honesty, fearlessness, self-
1 
li 
I 
II 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
. I 
II 
reliance, and love; (3) Associate with those who are strong, 
and have already met many tests. This applies equally well to 
group discipline for non-violence. 
B. Group TraininG 
It is not enough to stress individual 
I 
preparation. TherJ 
action is both indJ-should also be group training. For 11 di vine (1) 
vidual and social". But if group action is to succeed, the 
group must be composed of members who have also prepared them-
selves individually. 
1. A most important factor for group discipline is a 
dynamic leader. Says Evelyn Underhill, "the first stage of 
social regeneration is likely to be around a natural leader. 
He must offer new life and love, and not primarily any intel-
lectual solutions. He must inspire individuals, each of 
(2) 
which will live out the new life for himself." Gregg 
stresses the intellect considerably more, saying, "that non-
violent resistance requires as leaders clear, kee~ careful 
thinkers, who must know human nature profoundly. They should 
study and learn all they can about group thinking, the analysis1 
of conflict, and the reintegration of the elements of the con-(3) 
flict in order to find a solution." 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
Underhill, E., "The Life of the Spirit and the Life of 
Today", op. cit • 
Ibid., 271-274" op. cit. 
Gregg, R. B., 'The Power of Non-Violence", PP• 283-4. 
I 
I 
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2. Even under the most effective leadership any group 
requires quite a long preparatory education. It is said to 
take four years to make a good private soldier. Adherents of 
non-violence must at least be ready to match that. Mass non-
violence must have adequate discipline or fail, as Gandhi's 
movement did. 
3. To gain strength, resistance must be practiced by 
gradual steps of increasing difficulty. 1~ss refusals, vetoes, 
and other actions should be developed from easy, simple begin-
nings. VVhen the group undertakes any action, it should be kept 
to it until the method becomes fully understood and the disci-
j pline acquired by people from outside the group. Refusals 
I 
I 
I 
should not be extended further than the group has progressed (1) 
in self-control. 
Naturally there will be dangers and problems. At 
! 
I
) times, as in all organizations, there will be an ebb of inter-
.! est because of discouragement. At other times, perhaps, at 
1
1 the height of success, there will be the danger of self-des-
! tructi ve violence • 
The way of victory then, first of all, is through 
. I 
IJ' the avoidance both of violence and teJrOrism and stagnation and 
I deadening unanimity. Success also depends on "a rare degree 
I of soli dari ty 11 • The Kapp Putah was practically defeated over 
II! a weekend. In the Russian Strike of 1905 a small, compact li 
·I I 
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II (1) 
1: 
Gregg, R. B., "The Power of Non-Violence", P• 237. I 
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I mass acted for the whole land. And Gandhi had to take a dis-
triot at a time, and even then before reserves oame the first (1) -
line was exhausted. "The success of non-violence against 
another group or nation depends on the ability of those attempt-
- I 
ing that form orsocial coercion to control the essential social 
contacts by their own action; or that of themselves plus their j 
I
I (1) Encyclopedia of Social Sciences: Vol. XII, p. 
Case, c. M., "Non-Violent Coercion 11 , p. 250. 
Ibid., P• 248. 
Ibid., P• 407 • 
,I ~~~ 
II ( 4 ) 
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(1) 
sul ting social conflict." But whatever is attained by II ei the:t' 
I 
' individuals or groups or both together, will depend on their 
preparedness to meet crises. Discipline is absolutely essen-
tial for any success. 
This chapter has dealt mainly with preparation for the 
meeting of violence, but something more must be done by those 
who work for a new world. That is, the causes of violence must: 
be faced and eradicated insofar as it is possible. The next 
and last chapter of this thesis presents a program for such 
action. 
(1) Niebuhr, R., "Moral Man and Immoral Society", p. 272. 
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CHAPTER VII I 
THE PROGRAM OF NON-V!OLENT ACTIOll 
I 
II 
As the writer begins this chapter, he is aware that thus 
I 
1 far the accomplishments of pacifism have been far from satis- I 
II. :factory. Reason a for such a condition have be en g1 ven by others. 
/ Pacifism has justly been scored as visionary and selfish. For 
[ it-has failed to face reality and to see that war. cannot be 
1. overcome until its causes are eradicated. Indeed many paci-
1 fists have had no definite goal in mind. They have never re-
j cognized th.at peace is not an end·-in itself, bu~ only one of 
l 
1 the essentials for a better society. Until fairly. r.ecently, 
I
, I this has be en largely due to the 'early church t s unsocial doc-. 
trine of otherworldliness·. And it is obvious that such a doc-
'll 
1 trine supported pure non-resistance. But such ideas have no 
I plac~ in a realistic world. True, there must ·be good will, . I 
I but there must also be an active program to remove the causes I 
I of conflict and to change the attitudes of men from fear and 
~ hate. to love and mutual trust. The first step in the program 
1~-l lies in the field ·o:r· education. A. E·duoati on 
The purpose,of education toward non-violence, as has 
been intimated above, is to presen.t the facts of peace and war 
in such a way as to transform men's attitudes. Instead of 
painting 
74 
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11 the hero as emerging from war unscathed, war must be revealed 
as having no glory and no profit. Peace must not make its ap-
pearance as a careless ordying cause, but as a courageous 
struggle for the new society. 
1. To be successful, this program must begin in the 
;::::we::th::i:tp::c::::s: ::~fp:::e::::eh:;eo:::d:::u::ebe I 
I' wrecked in social thinking even before school age. And once r 
1
J attitudes are formed, it i a no easy matter to change them. I 
j "World Courts, Leagues of Nations, peace pacts, and conferences! 
I
I do little toward improving inner attitudes or psychology and (1) 
dispositions." So the child must be reached in his early 
I 1,1 
I 
life. Vfuen he reaches school, his attitudes are conditioned 
by his teachers, his classmates, and the textbooks. Textbooks ,
1 
I 
.
1
'.· today are often full of false statements and misleading mater-
ials which breed racial prejudice and hate. And teachers to · I 
I j [ hold their posi tiona must continue to teach traditional views. I, 
i They are bound in a system, and although they realize the righti 
they dare not innovate. So changes must be made in the school 11 
to build up a feeling of common brotherhood and international i 
good will. War must be seen in its true colors and the ways j 
of peace presented as the business of all mankind. 
This will of course also be the content and aim of teach 
ing in the Church School. It should always have been so, but 
pathetically, it has not, and consequently the Church has not 
II 
~fulfilled the function in society that it alonecould fulfil. 
For in the Church School there is considerable freedom to con-I 
I trol the child's environment so as to reform bad attitudes and 1 I 
to build new ones. This ma.y be a losing fight against an en- i 
I 
vironment which continually creates feelings of insecurity and 
fear~ but it is the Christian and human duty to fight to the 
end. The Church in all its parts, including the pulpit, must 
proclaim the facts of social conflict and ways of relief. "It 
cannot transcend the class struggle if it does not first 
espouse it and take it into its own life • • • • The antago-
nisms of political conflict are aroused not by insisting on 
non-violence which supports the non-violent privileged in 
, their self-righteousness, but by revealing the common humanity 
and the common sin of all groups so that pity and forgiveness 
will temper the animosities. Thus areas of spirituality will 
be discovered which actually transcend the world ofconflict (1} 
even though the conflict will not be abolished." 
Besides general education in the home, school and Church,! 
II there are a number of specific methods to inculcate non-violent 
II attitudes and ideals:-
j (1} The pulpit-- is already included in_the church 
I program and it i a a tremendous pa.vel'. The preacher may help 
' to change people's mind-set by preaching on a problem every 
I' 
I. month for a year or so.· .. 
IJ (2) Special lectures may be quite effective. 
I 
I jj/~-~~):c~=-=:~ri~!i~~-=~=~~~~J~-~~~=---~~~fi~jci __ N~~~~~-~~~d Pol~-~=-~~--__j ___________ _ r-
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-rr--c 3) Peace Forums are a great opportunity to dramatize 
non-violence through debate. !I and clarify the idea of 
i (4) Peace Conferences give churches a chance to show a 
united front in a cooperative program against war. Noted 
speakers may well be called to take part and add prestige to 
the peace program. 
(5) Essay contests may be arranged for in the Church, 'I 
community, county, state or even among states. Or they may be 
held in normal schools, high schools and colleges. Such con-
tests are invaluable to arouse interest and at the same time 
to dramatically educate for non-violence. 
(6) The radio reaches millions quickly and easily and 
(2} 
should be used against war propaganda. 
(7) The theatre can be one of the mightiest forces for 
i 
peace if the right pictures are presented. For in a pleasant 1
1 
situation vivid interest and excitement make ideals a part of I 
life. "Experiments conducted ahem that motion pictures have 
definite and lasting effects on the social attitudes of chil-(1) 
dren. 11 Wrong pictu1•es ought therefore to be censored. 
(8) Drama is similar to the theatre in its dramatic 
· appeal and it should be used far more in churches and other I 
1
j places to teach the ideals of non-violence. 
II ( 9) The novel: Bruce Barton, after telling how in olden 
,, 
I times the market place was the center of interest and appeal, 
i 
I 
1 (1) Huth, Carl, "Developing Attitudes in Children", P• 106. 
/ (2) Of course the same._lib~~t~- .. ~~--~~r~.~~ed--~~.~-~i~:rists~ 
::ci l_:;:_~_::::::::c. .. ~-=:..==·==:::=.-·=c=:: :: ..... ---· ·- -··---- -·-·--------------- .. 
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I I -1~'===-=-~~~===-~~~~=-==========================~]_~~==--~-! says that today books are our market places. Especially is 
I 
I 
I 
II 
this true with novels, and it is therefore a challenge to us 
to portray peace and non-violence in story form. 
(10) The press in general should be used and peace em-
phases inserted into all kinds of books and editorials. 
(11) Reading campaigns would also be very effective. 
(12) The missionary may be one of the greatest good 
will ambassadors of all time. 
(13) Student Fellowships are powerful means and should 
be developed by the Church in its program of non-violence in 
the world today. 
2. In this program of education peace symbols should 
not be forgotten. They not only yield color, but have a powerj 
I
I ful unconscious influence. 
(1) Monuments like the Christ of the Andes or the 
I 
l 
I 
I 
II 
I! 
'I II 
bridge between Canada and the United States are wonderful ex-
pressions of good will and create it. 
(2) Peace Flags have some real possibilities, I 
(3) Saluting the American flag can be made of high ii 
· II 
value if it is saluted for specific reasons such as "for tasks Jl 
of world helpfulness" or"consecration against all exploitation 
1
. 
of the weak and against national selfishness and greed." 
' 
(4) Peace posters can vary the presentation and are al-II 
II Peace days are just what is needed to balance pa- I' 
ways attractive and stirring. 
(5) 
l triotia days such as the Fourth o! July, 
_jl__ ______ - ----- -------- ---------- -~ ----------~---------~-- -- ----~ ----- -- ----- --~- __ j__ --
--!! __________________ ~--- -~ --------~------- -------- ------------------ -------~-, ------
11 I 
'I 
\ (6) Peace strikes are however the moat striking of all 
the peace symbols, because they express a new idea of non-vio-
lent resistance. Last April 12, 1935, a student strike was 
staged in the United States, and 175 1 000 participated in it. 
Such a demonstration is a powerful influence for peace. When 
President Nicholas Murray Butler of Columbia University, who 
opposed that student strike, declared, "To organize a strike 
against war is to show a strange lack of humor, for the strike 
itself is a form of war," he was talking nonsense. Hlstorioall 
ly, the strike has been a substitute for riots and war, and at 
worst, there has not been a tithe of the violence in the whole 
history of strikes that was found in a single day of the world 
war. 
much 
some 
And already the threat of a general strike has done 
(1) 
to preserve peace and end military preparations." I 
In this discussion of education for non-violent living, I 
of the more important methods have been listed and certain. 
statements made in regard to the reformation of bad attitudes I 
and the creation of good ones. But little has been said of 
1 just what were the JBYChological condi tiona which determine the ,, 
I kind of attitudes that are produced; and the condi tiona are 
very important. Attitudes are set during emotional stress. 
II Fear, as of impending doom, or the happiness of a pleasant si-
ll tuation indelibly make certain "mind-sets". And before a child 
can overcome fear of someone he must lose that fear by new 
emotion-
l 
J_< -~-_>_ ~:~~~~='-"::~o~~nc~e-~~~~~~:c2~~~-c e_ '-"'B:c:_:ec:::f=o=r=e=U=s ',_::__' ='c:::P=_ p:__c_ =·-=---=1:..6::.:--=-o_-_1---'. -'-'----=--:=-----~ ~---
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al experiences in which he comes to understand that the person 
will not burt him. And the reason why anyone does as he does 
is because he finds the reaction more pleasant than that which 
accrues from some other activity. "If pacifism is to grow, it 
will be because it becomes for the masses a more satisfying 
form of behavior. But even when that occurs, those specific 
behaviors must be related to strong human desires. For humans 
tend to move from painful situations to pleasant ones; from 
those looked down upon to those looked up to; from situations 
that leave them thwarted toward situations giving them success 
and mastery; from those which are monotonous and tiresome to 
those which are new and thrilling; from those involving uncer-
tainty and danger to those where they are at home and feel 
i secure and safe. 
I 
We should emphasize therefore the close con-
I 
nection between peace and well-being and war and suffering un-
Let all agencies of pub-til none can fail to associate them. 
'I II 
I lie communication so far as control is possible speak on the 
: value and intelligence of those who Vlork for peace. Let the 
creative planning of groups focus on the ideal of peace until 
any threat to its maintenance becomes a threat to the hopes 
and schemes and aspirations with which personalities have been 
.I 
I
' ( 1) 
identified." , 
l Thus new attitudes are created and they are attitudes of i 
I peace and non-violence, 
, a word should be said in regard to the middle class. 
I L(l) 
Before closing this discussion, just 
It is 
il 
AlleE! D, , 11Pacii'I a1n in th~ Mocier;n_ World 11 , ])IO•c"2~~-;268 • II 
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.I 
very important that they have full information on peace and 
war, for if they do not clearly see the industrial situation 
and realize its injustices, they may side with the rich in a 
defense of ca~italism. In such an event, violence will be 
(1) 
inevitable. 
B. Individual Action 
The need of action is imperative to the furtherance of 
peace and the ways of non-violence. Good will is not enough; 
a changed attitude because of a new insight as to the causes 
of war is not enough. Those causes must be removed. Evil 
must be resisted and specific plans made for a better society. 
In the campaign for non-violence there are some things requir-
ing individual action. 
I 
I 
First of all, there is the pledge. All who agree with .
1 the goal of non-violence should take a definite stand in sign-
ing a statement of their loyalty. 
Next, there is the petition, which one man recently de- I 
.! nounced as ineffective, but which, under Father Coughlin's 
impetus, caused the defeat of the bill to join the League when 
that bill was last up before the national legislature. Peti-
tions should be made to.urge the President and Congress to de-
clare this nation neutral in all oases of warfare. Petitions 
should also urge the changing of our immigration law Vlhioh ex-
cludes the Japanese to acceptance of them on a quota basis. 
As Kirby Page put it, "a telegram is worth a hundred 
- j (~--~~~~L-~~'--~~~~-~-~-=~~~1';~~"~~,~~~~~~ _G!:t~cci.-~_t!~n -~~~-?c~~"- p!~_~L--=== 
I 
letters"; and visits to congressmen asking them their stand on il 
peace or urging good will policies are best of all individual 'I 
ac ti.on of that nature. 
However, the individuals have their greatest power in th6, 
. I 
use of the ballot. And Case reminds us that, "if the exploit-
ed multitudes, everyone armed with a ballot, cannot find wis-
dom and patience to capture the state in times of ordered 
peace, they will never hold it captive long by violent disor-(1) 
dar." 
Finally, individual leaders are a great power, as was 
emphasized in Chapter VII under group training. Kirby Page 
says that the ablest persons should be urged to stop their 1 
work and to deal with the problem of war. When war comes, the~~ 
will drop what they are doing. vVhy not do it before war comes?! 
il 
i Ministers should be listed as to the peace question, and those 
who are pacifists should be asked to canvass their churches 
and find out just what the forces of peace are. All leaders 
should work (1) to keep the United States out of war, (2) to 
make necessary basic economic changes, and (3) to put vitality jl 
into the peace movement. To be more specific, the peace move- I 
ment should work for· a planned economy in which excessive com- 11 
'• 
!I 
petition will be eliminated, the profit system gradually 
abolished, and an opportunity given to all to shrure in the 
j wealth of the country. Between the nations tariffs 
I 
: 
II 
I (1) Case, c. M., "Non-Violent Coercion", p. 410. 
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should be lowered and in as far as possible the raw materials 
equally shared. Toward this end the League of Nations might 
act and aid such needy countries as Germany. 
c. orsanization 
This subject has been dealt with already in different 
ways, and is extremely important 'for rrwar occurs where social 
' ( 1) 
organization is lacking." 
Social organizations of all kinds should be ardently 
fostered. The organization of church forces has, _I believe, 
already begun under the.direction of Page and others. Then 
there is a Bureau of International News suggested, which would 
·be powerful. A Bureau of International Good Will and Peace 
Embassies are excellent ideas which should be put into action. 
And an Ecumenical Council on peace might have.unbelievable 
results. In society cooperative organizations should be fos~ 
tared especially while Kagawa is working in the United States. 
':.I II ,, 
I 
i 
But perhaps the most important form of organization that 
should be built up is a political party representative of Labo~. 
And just now that seems to be the most practical for dealing 
realistically.with conflict problems in this country. Much 
more space should be given to this important phase of the pro-
gram, but more will ~e said about it in other connections be-
fore the paper is completed. 
----~~~-----_j' -- .. -.. (1) Kagawa, T., "Love the Law of Life", P• 162. 
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D. Group Action 
Some things are suitable only for individual action; 
others can only be done by a group. So if the program for 
non-violence is to be successful, there must be group action 
against international war. 
l. This action is first and foremost against internatio 1-
al war. 
(a) Against International War 
Through the legislature laws should be effected. As has 
already been stated, the immigration law should be changed at 
once to admit the Oriental on a quota basis which would not 
. 
make a large number per year but which would prevent them from 
feeling slighted. The effectiveness of individual petitions 
lies in their cumulative effect which reveals group action. 
Laws should be urged (1) to prevent soldiers from leaving our 
shores, (2) to make neutrality pacts, (3) to take the profits 
out of the munitions industry, (4) to reduce the military bud-
gets, and (5) to remove the R. o. T. a. which does not train 
for war and only creates a surplus of unneeded officers. Why 
not have a Department of Peace in Washington? Laws should be 
urged to lower tariffs and thm make more of a balance and 
create less strife. 
Cooperative international trade, as it is already prac-
ticed between Denmark and England to some degree, should be 
improved and used on awider scale. 
il 
---------------------- -- ------ _________________________ jj __ _ 
--,~,=---,--------------------==· :....:=.::-=-----------·--··.c:=:.... -------------- ------------ 1-1 --------
11 
j (b) Outlawry of War 
I The outlawry system is judicial -- a court established 
on a covenant of nations with a code of law whose basic sta-
tute states that war is a crime. So the law would be placed 
on the side of conscience and peace. Says Norman Thomas, 
"Outlawry of war was a beautiful thing if it had worked. But 
it has only been useful primarily to prevent declarations of 
war. Laws are needed, but the law to outlaw war is not the 
only one; there should also·be some against poverty and ex-(1) 
ploi ta ti on." 
Thus among the ambassadors or representatives who meet 
in this court there should not only be politicians but econo-
mists. Of course the real problem would still be left; that is 
(2) 
the enforcement of the laws. Sanctions, possibly boycott and 
an increasing consciousness and valuation of approving public 
opinion would seem to be most likely to succeed. 
(1) 
(2) 
I 
i 
Thomas, N., "War -- No Glory, No Profit, No Need", op. ciJI. 
Sanctions: Refusal to provide to a nation at war the es-; 
sential commodities for a successful conclusion of the 
war. 
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(c) Arbitration 
"Every great student of the problem of peace between 
states from Hugo Grotius down to our own day has recognized 
that the one thing that must be had if war is to be avoided (1) 
!i t_:_ 
is a court for the judicial settlement of internation disputes~' 
I 
It took years to get our law system built up, but now it fi-
nally became an effective organ for justice. So there is hope 
for the coming of a world court. One of the great needs for 
arbitration today is in regard to revising treaties, and pro-
viding for the restoration of devastated areas and the lessen-
ing of common suffering everywhere. 
(d) The League of Nations 
This organ has been terribly handicapped from its birth 
because associated with the Treaty of Versailles. In the thre 
major tests presented to it, those of disarmament, revision of 
the· Treaty of Versailles, and the Japanese conquest of Manchu-
ria, it failed. The reasons for its failures are various, but 
notably it was because it has not faced the world's economic 
needs realistically. As someone has said, instead of politi-
cians, the nations should send their economists to the League. 
Nevertheless, the League is a big step toward the necessary 
world organization. 
(e) International Polioe 
This will probably be the next step toward international 
government. Today another writer has remarked, "Inability to 
enforce decisions constitutes one of the highest barriers to :I 
\I 
----- ·- -------~-·-- ·--- ------------L ___ _ ,-----
peace." However, such force would probably be effective only 
in small conflicts, and when .trouble arises between empires, 
the last resort must be the effect of public opinion. I :I 
'· d (f) D:l.sarmament .
1 This has already been touched upon in the discussion of I, 
the relation of the individual to the state in Chapter VI~ 
(g) Novel Group Action is revealed in both the Peace (1) 
Army and the Christian Embassies. The War Resister's Or-
I 
ganization might be included, but ·it really is not so different 
I 
from other peace movements save for its name. It is led by 
Devere Allen, and its aim is to push the government toward 
peace by striking directly at its. man power. A strike for 
peace would be effective anti-war action. And anything and 
everything of a peaceful nature should be used to oppose the 
progress of violence and war. 
2. Group Action in regard to Social Conflict 
"Whether or not war will come between the races depends 
(2) 
primarily on the white man's state of ntl.nd." The "master-
slave" ethic must d1 sappear. The superiority idea must be 
overthrown. All races must be regarded as worthy of equal 
rights in the human family. This is not true today as may be 
witnessed by an_ immigration law which shuts out the Oriental 
in a way that is unnecessarily offensive. It may also be seen 
in the way the Negro is treated here in America, as he is kept 
1 without political power, opposed in his effort to gain economic, 
fiJ~J J~~e~~~~~~~=~ f_! am ~n tll_e _1lo~ern W~r ld ~. ClP ·~ cit. --~1-
,j I ll i 
B7 
I L:_ 
educational and cultural advantages and not only looked down 
upon with di srespeot, but quite often lynched. It may be seen 
in Germany in the terrible race discrimination against the Jew 
and the severe persecution of.them which helped Hitler to come 
' to power. In the subjugation of Asia and Africa we may see il• 
lustrations of disrespect and exploitation of the colored raoeJ 
and the Jew. If then non-violence is counseled, it may seem 
to be an asset to and an act for the protection of the exist-
ing order. And yet that must be counseled at first anyway. 
And for minority groups such as the Jews and the Negroes in 
the United States it seems to be the only way. Violence would 
only increase the white man's oppression,. 
Social groups and church groups in the interest of non-
'1 violence and brotherhood will seek a better understanding be-
tween races by giving the public balanced views, by promoting 
missionary enterprises, by getting different ztaces to meet to- , 
gether and discuss their plans, and by good neighbozt policies. 
Some definite steps should be taken also to help alleviate 
racial oppression. 
Group Action in regard to punishing the Criminal :1 
:i 
Most of mankind are not anarchists and accept the coercion 
' 
11 
II 
of government. Even the delinquent may realize .~hat when he i 
runs counter to the welfare of society he is justly controlledJ 
I 
Capital punishment is, however, in question today as is the 
penal system of most countries save Russia. Most systems are 
very imperfect; our system is a failure, filling our prisons 
and keeping our society in a state of barbarity through the 
----~~----·-------
J 
gangster activities. Anyone would know something was wrong. 
Of course, one cause is the bad industrial situation, but ano-
-ther which could be rectified is our penal system. Men are 
t~rown together with little to do but think of their failures, 
and often to curse a society in which there is so much injus-
tice. It is no wonder that many leave prison far worse than 
when they entered. The writer is not arguing for abolition of 
all punishment for it does serve as a retribution and as a de-
terrent, but if it does not reform, it has failed, 
with the criminal. Reformation is the great word. 
be taught some trade that will enable them to find 
their social order. If they are wealr-mtnded, they should be 
permanently confined. But perhaps most should be punished 
somewhat. Yet Russia gtves only ten years for even first de-
gree murder and her system promises to make a real contribu-
tion to crimtnology. 
4. Group Action and the Glass Struggle 
Glass struggle, rising out of the injustices of capital-
ism, has today reached a point of high tension. Some in both 
classes are preparing for violence without any attempt at 
peaceful revolution. Such a procedure is not to be approved. 
True, Capitalism enjoys the status quo and the defense of the 
existing government, and so tends to feel secure and make 
little effort really to be fair. Many attempts of deceit are 
practiced against Labor, and yet, if non-violent change is to 
come, it will come through Labor's action. Labor must there-
fore take the initiative and seek the establishment of indus-
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'!Capitalism, as civil courts are. So a Labor Party must be 
I 
I 
; built up. Every attempt must be made to gain the aooeptanoe 
I 
- by both parties of a universal viewpoint, which would g1 ve a 
new outlook and open the way for good will and cooperation. 
But if that fails, Labor is justified in resorting to more 
forceful methods, such as the strike and boycott, or possibly 
even revolution. Some consideration will now be given to 
each of these. 
(a) The Strike 
This is obviously a form of coercion, and therefore some 
flatly condemn it. But they have no practical solution and it 
may be said that the strike is "no more a form of coercion 
than is all organization and all government known to man. He 
who denies the ethical validity of the strike must, if consis-
tent, deny himself the right to use courts or to hold private (1) 
property under the capitalistic system." There is the dan-
ger of violence in this type of action, but if it is the strike 
verses hopeless poverty, no one can entirely condemn it. Vio-
lence can be kept down by giving freedom to the worker and pub-j 
licity to their needs. I 
(b) Non-Cooperation 
This is the type of coercion Gandhi bad great success 
with, when he succeeded in getting India's officials to resign i 
their government posts, and lawyers to refuse to practice, oh1lr
1 dren to stay away from schools, and no one to vote or in any 1 
90 
I way cooperate with the British government. It may be used by i 
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'1 groups against the existing government or against an invader. !I 
I In a small a oWl try 1 t might fail, but 1 n a large a ountry 1 t I 
would be impossible to import enough men to do all the neces-
sary work. Imprisonment or killing would fail, and no taxes 
could be levied. This is a form of justifiable non-violence. 
(c) The Boycott 
The boycott is non-cooperation, but it is generally 
used by larger groups, such as a group of nations against an 
offending nation. And it is very powerful in such a day as 
this, when all nations are interdependent. China used it ef-
fectively against Japan's 11 Twenty-One Commands11 , causing their 
withdrawal. But unless the boycott can be deliberately and 
carefully used, it may degenerate into a mere provocative of (1) 
war." 
(d) Revolution 
Here, as has been noted, is the preeminent problem before 1 • 
non-violence advocates. Many condemn revolution at once, but 
no one can preach non-violence to radicals and Labor movements, 
while they "are beneficiaries of the existing order, and no onJ 
can preach it with good conscience unless he is doing all in 
(2) 
his power to help labor. 11 Kirby Page says he believes that 
I peaceful revolution 1s more likely to succed in the United 
I
. {3) 
1 
States, and Case reminds us that in no highly industrialized 
I 
II 
I 
and urbanized nation with conditions at all comparable to 
those in the United States has victory been achieved by 
{1) Thomas, N., "The Choice Before Us" P• 167. 
(2) Case, c. M., 11 Non-Violent Coercionir, op. cit. 
----~~-------~1·-~-~-
(3} Christian Century, Oct. 301 1 35, "Peaceful Revolution", 
Kirby Page. 
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violent means". :r-
Paaaa.ful ravol uti on would obvi oualy be ao oompli ah ed wi th i1 
less of a destruction of human values and ;1. ts means are much li 
more consistent with the ends sought. 1 
Norman Thomas, however, as noted in Chapter V, believes 
I 
that y.tolence is· quite inevitable. He says there are four , 
types or revolutionary action: (1) Discontented soldiers turn.:. I 
:tng against tl:ie government, (2) Civil war, (3) Violence to pre- I 
serv~ what gains have been made at the polls, and the use of 
power in the ·economic field, ( 4) A. sharp and relati ve~-s: blood-{1) . . 
less coup.d'etat. He favors the.last, ·saying, mor~over, 
that it is true that a coup d 1 eta~during which well-trained 
forces took over power stations and other poin:ts of vi tal 1m- . 
portance in modern life, might involve less human sU:f'f.ering 
than the general strike against the British in India would 
. {2) 
entailr_upon Brit_if!h women and children."- The writer ~s 
stated his position as favoring ~olenc~ in certain casas, if 
.J ·t-here· is no other way·out of the dilemma. So he.believas that 
it has been described, a cooper· a ti ve commonwealth. That word 
I 
.I I· 
I 
revolutions atill.may have a plaoe in an unideal world. 
5~ . Group action for a cooperati~a commonwealth 
The goal of all-'peace action is· a new society, or, as 
"cooperative" implies a life entirely different, and, in· faot, 
I (J.) 
1-(2) 
Thomas,. N., "The Choice Before. Us", p. 204. 
Ibid., P• 166. 
_I 
__ J. 
II 
II 
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diametrically opposed to the present order of society. We do 
have cooperation with particular groups, but we have competi-
tion between groups and between individuals of those groups. 
This creates a social environment of fear and distrust whidh 
breeds insecurity. Children growing up in such a society na-
turally imbibe its bad attitudes which lead sooner or later 
to war. (1) 
The Cooperative Movement aims to change the whole basis 
of life's struggle, and eliminate the ruinous competition of 
the profit system. Thus it plans to build a new society where 
an environment will be pr~vided which is favorable to ~he builli 
ing of love~ good will~ friendship among mankind. Such a chanl~ 
in'the system of society is really essential before any kind 
of a peace program can be effective. This is evident because I 
it does little good to deal with externals, when action ori-
ginates from within; and the action from within is guided by 
attitudes learned from the existing social order. The Coope-
rative Movement is not, however, a solution in itself. Since 
it does not enter politics, it cannot achieve necessary reform~. 
So Kirby Page says, "Decades of experience in many countries 
make it clear that the cooperative movement is not as signi-
ficant as the labor movement, or as radical as political par- !. 
ties, but as a supplement to the organization of workers and 
of voters, the organization of cooperatives possesses great 
significance. But it is important that citi-
(1) See Appendix 3. 
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zens who desire the radical transformation_of the present so-
cial order be organized into a political party committed to (1) 
that struggle." 
The struggle at times seems overwhelming against those 
who face the inertia of the masses and the satisfied·barons 
' 
of industry. But already individualism is passing away, co-
operatives are spreading over the world, technocracy has in-
sured ample production, and there is a rising social feeling 
that plenty is possible, and poverty unnecessary. There is 
hope for a new day which shall usher in a new society. Then 
shall we see the creation of a new man, and all shall live 
together in a fellowship of sympathy and good wi 11. That i a 
the goal of those who follow non-violence and seek for the 
cooperative commonwealth. 
(1) Page, K., "Individualism and Socialism", op. cit. 
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CONCLUSION 
V~ence and non-violence both have primal sources, and 
both have developed through the years. I Violence has increased i 
in degree as man has increased in numbers and resources, until 
imperial wars became the order of the day. But conscience in 
some men felt such violence to be wrong and subconsciously 
desired to be justified. So when Darwin presented his idea of 
I 
I 
the survival of the fittest, they seized upon it I and thus jus- i 
! 
I tified their aggression, past and present. Thus arose the 
! 
ethic of force which quickly spread to business life and has 
led at last to class struggle. 
Non-violence was evident first in: mutual aid and the nonj 
resistance of the Oriental. When Jesus came, he went beyond 
them, demanding love of one's enemy. He saw the value of the 
state and dl.d not condemn it, but his followers under the Apostle 
Paul did, down through the minor groups of ~he Middle Ages. I 
Tolstoi and the Anarchists and even in fairly modern times the 
peace societies have carried on the tradition. The Quakers rna~ 
be noted as an exception. Gandhi believes in resistance and 
used non-cooperation, the boycott, and the strike. 
Violence, creating ill feeling, hatred and more violence,. 
is utterly condemned, while non-violence is approved because 
it checks antagonism, attacks the enemy's morale, appealing to 
his higher self, dissipates fear, prevents· retaliation, and 
opens the way for friendship and a cooperative life. However, 
there are always exceptions to the rule, and non-violence is 
95 
not infallible. The cause of non-violence meets a severe chal-
lenge when it is confronted by conditions W1ere force is justi 
fied. Such cases arise in relation to (1) the state, (2) 
some cases of discipline in family and school, (3) defense of I 
oneself when helpless persons are dependent on one, (4) defense 
of the weak, and (5) defense of what is right, even to revolu-
tion, which in an imperfect world may be necessary. To ~oh 
problems are added difficulties of non-violence in relation 
to the state where true adherents of peace are shown to need 
great fortitude and love. Obviously, not all triumph and dis-
cipline would help more to do so. Therefore followers of non-
Violence should be trained by learning the facts about war and 
peace, by having bad attitudes reformed, and new mind-sets de-
veloped, and, last of all, by putting what they believe into 
practi oe. Thus non-vi olenoe would train individuals and 
groups. But it goes father than that to suggest a program or 
action. That program would be by education in ways of peace 
through every possible means of communication and by symbol-
ism, and by use of the dramatic element in life. And of all 
people, the middle class must be reached lest they join the 
privileged in defending capitalism and violence because they 
think it has become inevitable. The program shall also seek 
to organize peace forces and to gain peace reforms through the 
laws and changes which shall remove unnecessary race conflict 
and the causes of war. ·But if law fails, then the strike and 
the boycott are to be used. If all powerful peaceful suasion 
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revolution is in order, in order to bring about the new socie ~ 
the cooperative commonwealth. In such a new commonwealth, vio-l 
lence will be no more. In attaining it, the cooperative move-
ment is invaluable because it hits the ultimate problem, that 
is, it creates a new system for society -- a cooperative sys-
tem, in which fear and inreourity are largely eliminated. But 
without political function it lacks the power to bring needed 
reforms. So there is imperative need that a party be organizel 
to represent such a cause. 
In these ways shall come the new society of peace, cooper
1
-
, 
ation and eternal friendship among men. ! 
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APPENDIX A 
THE STORY OF PHILIPPE VERNIER 
Philippe Vernier was born in Madagascar on February 10~ 
19091 and received his degree of Bachelor of Theology at the 
University of Paris. He was refused ordination, but began his 
pastoral ministry among the working class. He refused to per-
form military service, but gave himself up to the police of 
his own accord in June, 1933, and was tried at the military 
tribunal of Lille. Later he appealed to the Supreme Court in 
order to obtain if possible a definition of conscientious 
objection. He was sentenced to a year, was rearrested and re-
tried on the same grounds and sentenced to two years. He is 
now in the fortress of st. Nicholas at Marseilles. 
The following is from an open letter sent to the Presi-
dent of the Tribunal of Li lle in August, 1933. "As a way out , 
of difficulty, you offer me two solutions, to leave France or I 
'·I· 
to content myself with so-called legal methods of action. To 
change my country is an idea which has never entered my mind j 
any more than I should dream of changing my mother. If one J 
day my conscience ordered me to disobey my mother, I should no 
for that cease to be her son. The difficult task would rema.inj 
for me to do the double duty of disobeying her with that of re 
maining submissive to her." 
A Case of conscience: I submit to and believe in the law and 
= l==-~cc-=c:::=::-:c:__:c:::_-:_-c_=:-:==- .-··---,=-··c:::_::::·· _- ·----.. ------·----- ------:c_--.. -=--~cc-.... --- '- ::: .. :: .. :-::::=-=:::--------=--___ ~--=----= 
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·I I, 
that is why I do not attempt to flee from the penalty which 
it imposes on me. I believe that the French law which now 
obliges all young men to ld.ll is contrary to truth, and I do 
not believe that anything can be good for my country which is 
contrary to truth • • • • I recognize the right of authori try t 
condemn me, but not to take my conscience which does not belonJ 
to it. My body belongs to Society because it benefits by cer-
tain advantages. I then submit to Society. But my soul be-
longs to God, and I must guard its liberty. 
"You need not kill". 11I do not want merely to avoid the 
stain of vloodshed, but also to protest against even the idea 
of preparation for war." 
Defense counsel in case of conscience: 
"It is the France of the old regime which has gone down 
to destruction. Christianity is living, perhaps a little slee ~ 
ily; your persecutions will suffice to wake it. In spite of 
your condemnations, we shall remain faithful to our forefatherJ 
and persist in asserting the sovereignty of God and God alone 
over the conscience." 
Defending Counsel: 
So, Gentlemen, is posed the true, the only problem with 
which we are now occupied and which is God, Christ or Father-
land. You asserted, M. le President, when you interrupted 
the witness, "Although a Christian, you are first of all 
French. The Fatherland before eve1•ythingl" With the ·witness 
J we reply, "No, we are first of all Christians, and Gcdcomes 
~ first of all." ~--~~-~--- --~- _____________ ___. 
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You are free, M. le President, to maintain your position, free I 
to condemn us, but take good heed of the importance of your ao~ 
tion; by affirming the divinity of Caesar you deliberately re-
open the era of religious persecution." "Do so; we are ready., 
OUr ancestors have known religious persecution and the galleysj 
I The first Christians were burned and thrown to the beasts. j 
They resisted." 
OUr choice and treason: Placed between established law 
and the law of conscience and forced to choose between them. 
"We do not pretend to have found a method of preventing 
war, but we assert in the face of a world which more and more 
belie~es only in the arms of materialism and violence -- the 
duty of the disciples of Christ to bear witness to the arms 
of the spirit which are Love, Truth, Prayer, Pardon, Sacrifice. 
If we take up the arms of the world, it is treason and there 
is no way out. 
This material taken from "A Case of Conscience" -- The 
Trial of Philippe Vernier, Friend's Service Council • 
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APPENDIX B 
THE PEACE ARMY 
The Peace Army was formed in February, 1932, as a re-
sult of a call for volunteers to stand unarmed between comba-
tants at Shanghai. It was disbanded in June, 1934. The found-
ers, Canon Shepperd, Dr. Royden, and Dr. Gray, still firmly 
believe in the idea of unarmed intervention and would attempt 
to put into practice this plan if a suitable occasion arose. 
They do not, however, feel called to build up and train a 
Peace Army in the meantime. Some members, including the Sec-
retary, have felt it right to continue on a somewhat different 
basis, and have begun again with good will from the founders, 
but without their active cooperation. Organized in a small 
group, trying to work out the positive side of pacifism, its 
members have sought to learn the meaning of creative peace in 
their own lives and the life of the world, believing that 
means unarmed intervention in the event of war. 
The Peace Army is made up of men and women, but thus 
far it has not been able to produce a very practical scheme 
getting in between warring forces. 
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APPENDIX C 
THE COOPERATIVE MOVEMENT 
The Cooperative Movement is an organization whioh serves 
its members at oost. Those who join it have one vote eaoh, 
and so it is based on democratic principles. Capital is paid 
a minimum rate of interest, and surplus savings are distri-
buted to the members in proportionto their patronage, and thus 
there is equitable distribution among the many. It should also 
be said that the Cooperative Movement is non-political and 
non-religi. ous. 
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